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their _ P _ how' are* _ more bonnd: to : 
give a reaſon 0 profeſfion and: fwearing: their 
pom-aſſenr,” than they''are-of their. bare mom-eſſent ? 
&nd' whoever" dreem, that Þfen' arenor;'bound- 
ive- a reaſon; of: theiwdWruſſewr, © and of their - 


to. 


cffion-of *nowuſſens ? andlafly', what is all 


this/to' the- purpoſe of d&manding expreſs _—_ 


z 
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of Scriptare, that ſuch DoQrities, asſuppoR:Purgatbry, 
or the Invocation of Saints, &c.:are-not taught in -Scri- 
pture ? And why'isit not 4ſufficient reaſon :of a -#ox-uf< 
Jer, or declared and profeffed-deniabot. fuohiDottrines, 
that it does not appear, that they are taughtun:S$gnpture ? 
' + But the Requeſt,he acts 8 er 
they have been confidered-and. anfwered already, and 
his Defence ſhall +be conſidered again without: any 
en0M1p or: Tevoiveyſationi' ecofilfit DONT 471 T£113 300 \; 
'_ But thie'T hrrty vive” Aptivles' not ofilyi deciure;: that 
rhe oppoſite uffirmatives are ' not | in | Stript art ( for-uhey 
may not be there, and'yer be-true) (Cburif they :benor 
there, we cannot know they are true, much leſs can rhey . 
be Articles of Faith, 'and' neceflary - ro-Salvativa )- bx 
«lf thad they" ae"rather; and pleiy\vepuanant to Seri 
Frure ; this Feonfebs does require a Scripture-Procf,: that 
ly- fdt-in; the! Scripture, but-re- 
Pugnant tot ;-. but-rhen' a plain' and evident - conſe» 
quence: from ſomething ' elſe;- which 45 taught in Scri- 
Pture; | is*al the: proof, which can'bee din{uch 
caſey; and* this\we-are ready tb give; >when ours Au- 
thor ſhall deitartd it Andinow ; wonld/ not anyrotie 
wonder, how from theſe- premiſes -he- concludes, thar 
he has ſhewns Proteſtants \ oblige# to give Seripture-rea- 
f of ' Negwiuesy that is, if he: will 
poſe, that. we'are obliged- to prove 
Plain #nd-egpreſs Texts of Soripture, that thoſe 
DoErines which we reje&as Uunſcriptural,: are: not con- 
tained in Seripture-;- we mult” prove - from Scripture, 
t'"that 15*not in Scripture, - which we- ſay is not in 
it ;\ whiehimay be done-indeed by negative Argument, 


pable of a'dire&- and poſitive Proof.” 


from" the Nikace' of Scripture -about- 1t;\ bur: is" got- ca- 
B 2 Let 


| A Summary of the Controverſies between the 


Anſwer 
queſt, p. 


» 


a 


Let us now take a review of his ſeveral Proteſtant 
Do&rines, for which. he demands a Scripture-Proof, 
and ſee wherein the: Anſwer was defeQtive. 

I. Seriptiore is. clear. in all neceſſaries to every ſober 
Inquirer. : 916 VSil336.ls, 730107 | 
In anſwer to:\this 'T, obſerved , © that- every- plain 


| Text of Scripture proved its own plainneſs, and that 


as it: needs. no other Proof, no more than we need a 
proof, that the Sug ſhines, when we. ſee ig;;.. ſo if we 
did | —_ it 'plain, :no'ather argument Or teſtimony 
could prove it to. be; plain :. But this he. takes no go- 
tice of, but only endeayours to. weaken two'Scripture 
teſtimonies, which, I ſaid, do-by a very eaſie and na- 
tural Conſequence prove. the: plainneſs of Scripture ;. 
for if the word of God be a. light unto. our feet, and 4 
lamp. unto. our paths, then: it; muſt be- clear, if lig be 


coke. Clear, Plalm 119.105, if ih be ablezo meke men wiſe un- 
2 70 ſalvation, 2 Tim. 3.15. then it muſt be plain and in- 


zelligible. in all things neceſſary to ſalvation : to. which 
he anſwers, that theſe Texts.dq:nos.-reach the propoſitir- 
on to be. proved : Por if the word. were. a hok to the 
Prophet David's feet, if all, Seripture be. given, that the 
Man. of God may be pirfeth, yet a-perſpicnity; of Scripture 
in all neceſſaries to-every {oe Inquirer, cannot be. dedu- 
ed thence, except every ſober. Inquirer be.'a- Prophet, or « 
Mer of God ,' or at leaſt ſubject to. ſuch. : ) As. if none 
bur Prophets or Apoſtles: could. uaderſtand: the Scrie 
prure? But I thought light. had.beea viſible to.all Men,. 
that have oyes.in their Heads.; and Tamurethe ſame 
Prophet tells. us , that- the. Law of the; Lord 4s perfett, 
converting the Soul, the Teſtimony of the Lord is = 
anaking wi{e the ſimple :; the Statutes,'of the-Lard are right, 
rejoycing the heart, the Commandment of the Lords pure, 
43.7 enlighten- 
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eulightning the eyes, Palm. r9. 7, 8. Is this ſpoken only 
of Prophets too ? Are there no other ſouls to be con- 
verted, no other ſimple people to be: made wiſe, no 
orher hearts to be rejoyced,. no other eyes to be enlight- 
ned, but only theirs?. And when S. Pau! tells Timothy, 
from 4 Child tho haſt known the Holy Scriptures, which 
are able to make thee wiſe unto Salvation ( which was 
the place I cited ) does thisprove, that none but # 
m4: of God (for which heexchangesit;. though that is 
not in the x5. but r7.-verſe ) can-underſtand:the Seti- 
ptures, when it ſeems, Timothy underſtood then, when 
he was a Child ? | LN 
However thus much he mult grant m: his own way, 
that the Scriptures are very intogily inall things ne- 
cefſary to Salvation ; for otherwiſe 2 maz of God, the: 
Paſtors and Teachers of the Church, could not un- 
derftand them, if they be not fo plain, that they may be: 
underftood ; and if the Scriptures be plain and intelli-- 
gible in themſelves, then he muſt grant, that atleaft 
all Men of Parts, and Learning, and Induſtry, who 


 arefober and honeſt Inquirers, may underftand/ them 


as well as Divines, unleſs he will ſay, that Divines un- 
derſtand them not by the uſe of their reaſon and wife 
confideration,but by Inſpiration-and Propheey ; and then 
it is not the —_ but the inſpired interpretation of 
it,” which'makes Men wiſe unto Salvation.' Aticaſt he 
muſt” grant, - that the Scriptures can make any other 
Man of God perfeQ, as well as the Pope ;. for this is 
not ſpoke-of S. Peter and his Succeffors only, but of 77+ 
»othy, and-any other Mar of (God:; and therefore there 
is noneed, that-all other Biſhops and Paſtors ſhould 
depend on the Pope, as aa infallible Oracle. _- 


_— 


A Summary of the C entre between the 


N: ay if che Scriptures are able © make the men of | 


God perfeF# in the diſcharge of his ayes of which 
& {hag here ſpeaks, for DoFtrine, for 8 
Fion, for Inſirudtion is Nia ne Je chen the people 
all, gare to be ta AL fo made to underſtand 
the Jer peart the ines, Reproofs,' and InſtruQi- 


t ; for as the Scripture is the Teachers Rule, BE : 


1s S is Author $095,988 if the ReOPle Cann cannot be ta 
to- under t pturcs mn! 1 Gangs. He neceſſary to 
vation, they cannot. know,.:tha are in Scri- 
ou. which. deſtroys | the. Pivine Authority of the 
reacher. For what | teaches without Scripture, can 
-only have his own authority, or the authority of other 
Mev like himſelf: and:yet no Man. can tell, whether 
whathe teaches be inthe Scripture, who cannot in ſome 
meaſure underſtand the Scripture himſk; : and if a Di 
vine Faith mult be founded. on the Authority of Scri- 
, Which. is the. ny Rakes Authority we. now 
;. and no Man aan hes 
erftand it ; 
ry neceflary torSalx 
4 that all all perſpns ak fro 4 
Guide, and them. as. it is, ; thay 
al — Qhanld know, all 1 
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teach us to undone." fo th, 1n other Arts 


and Scienc 


: who explain the reaſons 0 things to 
_ _ their 


ve won the ee of : | 
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thieir Scholars, till they attain to a great Maſtery and 
 perfetion of knowledge themſelves : And if by the 
ielÞof fucha Teaching, not an Impoſing, Guide, Men 
may" underſtand the Scripture in all things neceffary 
to Salvation, then rhe Scripture is plam and intelligible; 
though an unkarned Man cannot ' underſtand it without 
a yon ; .. mmomopeen fagucn, car _=_ erm 
ly plain, i hing be plain, tho unskilful Men 
Mgr underfiand them 5 hcke a Mafter ; but that is 
clear and plain mm itfelf,, which can be explained roeve-- 
ry ordinary apprehenfion'; and fich we affert. the Scrt- 
tures to be in all neceffarites. Learned Men can by 
theirown ſtudies and inquiries underftand the true ſenſe 
of them ; and the Unlearned can be taught to undet- 
! ftand them; andthisis the uſe we make of our Guides,. 
7 nor to ſabmit our judgments to thent without any un- 
| derflanding ; but to inform ourjudgments, that we may 
be able to ſee and underſtand for our felves. Thus our 
Saviour taught his Diſciples, he opened their underſtand 
ings, that they might underfland the. Scriptares; Thins. 
the Apoſtles and; Primitive Doors ' inftrufted. the 
World, by expounding the Scriptures to. them, which 
does not {ignifie merely to tell them, what the. ſenſe of 
Scripture 15, and requiring them to believe it;. but. 
| fhowingthemoutof the Scriptures, that this is, and muſt 
5 be, the true ſenſe of it ;' and we need not fear, that Prote- - 
ftancy ſhould ſufferany thing from: fuch Guides as theſe, 
| hang the Church of Rome indeed has felt the ill effefts. 


r 
y | 
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_ "Here, tie ſays, 1 behave my ſelf, . as if Fmere under appre+ 
henſions,and durft neither own nor reject this Tenet,and yet 
ds | in. 
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in. my. Anſwer, 1 expreſly ſhow, what the Church of 


- England means by the Kings Supremacy in Eccleſiaſti- 


cal Cauſes ; which fgnifie no more than that the King 


is Supreme in his own Dominions, and therefore thore is 


© mo' Power, neither Secular nor Eccleſiaſtick, above him ; for 


- 


if there were, he were not Supreme. And this I faid might 
proved from Rom. 13. 1. Let every Soul be [a ro 
the higher powers : to which he anſwers, that this proves 
more than I grant. Jt proves miniſtring the Word and 
Sacraments tobelong to the Higher. Powers, How ſo? 
Yes this it does, wrleſs miniſtring the Word and Sacras 
ments be not 4 ſoul affair, .be no att of power. Learned- 
ly obſerved | becaule every ſoul mult be ſubjeCt to the 
a 97 Powers, therefore the King has all Power 7» 
fſoul-affairs, and therefore of miniftring the Word and 
Sacraments : But if every ſoul only. PRE every Man 
( without excepting the Pope himfelt ) then I fo poſe 
all .Eccleſfiaſticks' as. well as Secular perſons are included 
in it:;. and if all muſt be ſubje to the King, then the 
King is Supreme over all.; : but things. are at a low 
ebb in the Church of Rome, when ſuch filly Quibbles. | 
muft paſs for Arguments. ty | 
_ THI. Fuftification by Faith alone (viz. a perſuaſion that | 
| - we are juſtified ) is a wholſome Dodtrine., | 
.. In anſ{iver to. this I denied, that our Church. teaches, | 


.. that juſtifying Faith is 4 perſuaſion, that we are juſtified. | 


He grants, that ſome of the Church of Haglan have 
condemned it (p. 4-)) but yet he may as jultly charge 
us with it, as we charge the Church of Rome with Do- 
Qrines'contrary tothe General Councils, and-conftant 
Profeſſion ;, and we grant he.may,. for it ſuch. things 
be done, they are very unjuſt. both in-him-and us; we 
deny, that we do any ſuch thing, and Ry ain 

antly 
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dantly vindicated our ſelves from ſuch an imputa- 
tion; let him:do as much for himſelf if he can. 
But Cranmer ' was of this mind, by whom the Arti- 
cles were deviſed; But how does that appear ? and 
if he were, what is that to us, when there is no 
ſuch thing in our Articles? will heallow the Coun- 
Cil of Trext-to be expounded according to the Pri- 
vate opinions of every Biſhop, that was in it ? 

The Antinomians plead the. Doitrine of the eleventh 
Article, as the Parent of their. irreligion, and fo 
they do the Scriptures :.. And what then? Will 
he. hence infer, that the Scriptures countenance 
Antinomiaziſm , becauſe they alledge Scripture for 
it? And why then muſt this be charged upon our 
Articles ? "Though what ſome may have done, I 
cannot tell, but A»tin2miens don't uſe to trouble 
themſelves with our Articles. But the ftrifteft Ad- 
herers to the Primitive Reformers in Dottrine (the 
Puritans ) afſert this Solifidian Parentheſis, as the 
genuine and literal ſenſe of Juſtification by Faith 
alone, and of the eleventh Article : Why the Pu- 
ritans the ſtrifteſt Adherers to the Primitive Re- 
formers in Doftrine? but we need not ask a rea- 
fon of his ſayings, : who underſtands nothing about 
what he ſpeaks : For the Puritans did not and do not 
beheve, That juſtifying Faith is a  perfacfios, that we 
are juſtified, bur they. place juſtifying Faith in an 
a&t of recumbency on Chriſt for Salvation, and 
diſpute vehemently againſt his Notion of it. But, 
he ſays, I might have given them a Text aſſerting, 
what 1 onfel; our Church teaches, viz. that .juſtt- 
fication by Faith only is a wholeſome Doftrine, and 
- wery full of comfort, which intimates no neceſſity of res 
C pentance 
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entance to Juſtification , - none of the Sacraments. 

es it does, and of good works too,. as the 
conditions of our Juſtification , though. not as 
the meritorious cauſes of it; for -all this our 
Church © comprehends in' the notion of . 2 /r- 
ving Faith, which alone juſtifies ; and then I ſup- 
poſe as many Texts as there are, which attribute 
our Juſtification to Faith, ſo many proofs there 
are, that Juſtification by Faith alone, as oppoſed 
to all Meritorious Works, is a wholeſome Doctrine, 
and very full of comfort. 


IV. The ſubſtance of Bread and Wine remains af 
fer, what it masbefore, ſacerdotal Conſecration. 
- Here he takes. no notice of any one word, 
* which TIT returned in Anſwer : The ſum of which 
is, that the material ſubſtance before and after Con- 
ſecration is the ſame, that is, that they are Bread 
and: Wine ſtill, but by vertue of Chriſt's Inſtitu- 
tion, after Conſecration they are not mere Bread 
and Wine, but a Sacrament of our Redemption 
-/ Chriſt's Death, and to ſuch as rightly and wor- 
thily, and by Faith receive the ſame, the Bread 
which we break is a partaking of the Body of Chriſt, 
and likewiſe the cup of bleſſing is a partaking of the 
Blood of Chriſt, as our Church teaches : And this 
I proved muſt be the ſenſe of the words of In- 
Rtitution, This is my Body, andurged ſuch argu- 
ments for it in ſhort, as he durſt not name again, 
. much leſs pretend to Anſwer ; but inſtead of that. 
he endeavours to prove (p. 5.) that the words.of 
Inftitation, This is my Body literally anderſtood, do. 

prefly prove, ' that- the ſubſtance of Bread does not 


remain. 


— 
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is Chriſt's Body and Blood, mhich if ſubſtantially 


Bread and Wire, it cannot really be. A change leſs 


than that of the ſubſtance of the Elements, is inſuffici- 
ent to render them really and truly, what the Text 
ſays they are, after Conſecration. 

But did notI give him my reaſons, why theſe 
words could not be underſtood /terally of the 
natural Body 'and Blood of Chriſt? And is it 
enough then for him to ſay, that in a. literal ſenſe, 
they muſt ſignifie a ſubſtantial change of the Bread 
and Wine into Chriſt's natural Body and Blood, 
without anſwering, what I urged againſt it ? 
and yet in a literal ſenſe it cannot fignifie ſo : 
For if This refers to the Bread, which our Savi- 


our took, and blefled and. brake, (and it can refer 


to nothingelſe ) then the literal ſenſe of the words 
is, This Bread is my Body; and if Bread be the 
Body of Chriſt, then the ſubſtance of the Bread 
cannot be changed, for Bread cannot be the Body of 
Chriſt, if it be not Bread, Lethim chooſe, which 
he will, either This ſignifies this Bread, or it does 
not : If it does, then the Bread cannot be ſub- 
ſtantially changed ; for the Bread is the Body of 
Chriſt, and therefore is Bread ſtill, is Bread and 
the Body of Chriſt too; if it does not, then how: 
does he prove, that the words of Confecration in 
a literal ſenſe, tranſubſtantiate the Bread into the 
Body of Chriſt ? For This does not fignifie the 
Bread, and therefore This is my Body cannot fignifie, 
that the-ſubſtance of Bread is tranſubſtantiated into 
Chriſt's Body. I wonder. our Author is not aſhamed 
at this time of day to. talk at this rate, after: ſo- 

= 8 * many 


remain at all after Conſecration : For the Enchariff 
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Anſwer to Re- c 
queſt, p.5, worthy Receivers, as much as he could have been: 


ee 


many -excellent Books. as have been: written: upon 
this Argument ; . to ſave my ſelf any farther trouble, 
I ſhall direct my Reader to the late Dialogues 
about the Trinity and Tranſubſtantiation,, and the 
Diſcourſe af the - Holy Euchariſt in the two great 
pornts of the Real Preſence and the Adoration of the 
&= ; Where he will find abundant fatisfaQtion al- 


{o to the two next Points, which follow. 


V. Our Lord's Preſence in the Euchariſt is merely 
gracious and influential, and if” more, only to 


the JH 


In anſwer to. this I ſhewed him, what we meant 


| F4 Chriſt's Preſence _in- the Eucharift, zhat he is 
0 


| preſent, that his Body and Blood, with all the 
benefits of his Death and Paſſion, are exhibited to. 


had we eat his natural Fleſh and drank his Blood, 
which is ſomewhat more than the mere influ-- 
ences of his. Grace : but, he: ſaies, I aſſert our 
Lords Euchariſtical Preſence not to be ſubſtantial; 
that is, I ſuppoſe, that the natural ſubſtance of - 
his Body is. not there, and 'therefore that he is 
not R—_—_ preſent; and- this: indeed I do al-. 
ſert. Therefore. {lays he ) uple{s intirely abſent, 
our. Lord muſt. be. preſent is the- Euchariſt by grace 
and inflaence only : what is there beſides FTA and. 
efficacy belonging. to our-Saviour's Body and Blood *- 
20: colour of Scripture is produced for this Zuin- 


_ glian propoſition. 


"If he. will allow no medium between: Chriſt's © 
Corporal-and- Subſtancial Preſence, and his Grace 
and Influencs.;. fince it is demonſtrable, that he is- 
AQr - 
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not. corporally preſent , we muſt in this ſenſe al- 
low, that he is preſent ozly by his Grace and In- 
fluence, as that 1s oppoſed to a- corporal preſence. 
And- all Men muſt allow this,. who- deny- Tran- 
ſubſtantiation, or Conſubſtantiation. But-what #s 
there beſides Subſt ance and Efficacy belonging- to our 
Saviour's Body and Blood? I anſwer, there can 
be. nothing naturally belonging to any Body beſides 
its- ſubſtance, and natural vertues and powers, 
which he calls its Efficacy ; but by Inſtitution there 
may; and we take the Sacrament of the Lord's 
Supper to be an Inſtitution, anc therefore not to 
have a natural; but inſtituted Vertue and Effica- 
cy. For the-very notion of an Inftitution is, that 
all the Vertues and Efficacy of it is not owing toNa- 
ture,, but to the Will and Appointment of God. 
Whatever is a natural power, is no Inſtitution, no 
Sacrament ; for the eftett-there is- wholly owing: 


to Nature, not- to God's. appointment, which- 


ats by.a Power and Influence ſuperior to Nature... 
Which, I think, is-little leſs than a demonſtration,.. 


that the natural Body and Blood+of* Chriſt: is not 


fubſtantially preſent in; the- Euchariſt ; for- what-- 


ever Efficacy and Vertue we attribute to eating: 


the Fleſh - and drinking the Blood of . Chriſt, it 1s-. 
either: a natural effeCt of this eating the Body-and-1 
drinking the Blood of Chriſt, or- it is not: If it- 


be, then it is no Sacrament; which works .not-by 


the- powers of Nature, but of -Inftitutions TE. it- 
be-not,, what :need is. there of Chriſt's bodily pre-- 
ſence in the Sacrament ? when a Sacramental Bo-- 


dy of- Chriſt, conſecrated Bread*and Wine, to-xe-. 


preſent and exhibit. his bro NI 


- 
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ſhed for us, by vertue of an nſtitution, may be 
as effefQtual to all the ends and ; ry mg of a Sa- 
crament, as his natural Body could be; which can 
have no Sacramental Efficacy, but by vertue of an 
Tnſtitutzon. - .. | | | 
The benefits we expett from this Sacramental 
feeding on (Chriſt's Body, is an intereſt in the me- 
rits of his Death -and Paſſion, wiz. the forgive- 
neſs of our-ſins, the communications of his Grace 
and Spirit, and a right to immortal life. Now I 
would deſire to know, whether theſe are the na- 
taral effets of a corporal eating Chriſt's natural 
Body? He purchaſed all this for us iadeed by his 
Death and Paſſion ; but is pardon of ſin, which 
is God's free and gracious aft, incorporated 
with Chriſt's natural Body ? and will a-corporal 
eating of his Body communicate it. to us? Do the 
-communications, of Grace and Spiritual life flow 
from the Body, or from the Spirit of Chriſt ? Is it 
the canta& of his Body, that makes our bodies 
immortal, or the inhabitation of his Spirit in. us? 
What is that Eficacy then, which he attributes to 
Chriſt's natural Body, and ſuppoſes to be inherent 
in it? A natural efficacy, ſuch as can belong to 
human bodies, ſignifies nothing to the purpoſes of 
a Sacrament, and. there can be no other efficacy 
inherent in. Chriſt's natural Body ; unleſs. he, 
will ay, that pardon of Sin, and Spiritual Grace, 
and a power of making other bodies immortal, 
_ inherent and eſſential properties of Chriſt's 
Body... | | | 

Bur, ſuppoſe it were ſo ; how can the mere pre-, 
ſnce of Chriſt's Natural Body in. the Sacrament, 
Bo: which 
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which we neither fee; nor touch, nor eat, com- 
municate all theſe divine vertues to us? For if it 
be by Natural Communication , it . muſt be by 
contact ; for Bodies have no other way of work- 
ing upon -each other ; and yet they will not al- 
low, that we touch the Body of Chriſt, no more 
than that we fee it; or that we break it be- 
tween our Teeth, or chewit, or digeſt it in our 
Stomachs, that is, they will not allow , that we 
naturally eat it ; and then how can it naturally 
communicate its vertues to us ? 


So that though the Natural Body of Chrift 
were preſent in the Sacrament, thoſe divine Graces 


| we expett from it, muſt be the effes of a Sa- 


cramental Inſtitution ; not of Nature; -and there-. 


fore the Natural preſence of 'Chriſt's Body is of 
no uſe in the Sacrament; for God may as well 
annex all the benefits of his Death and Paſſion to 


the Sacramental ſigns of his Body and Blood, as. 


to his Natural Body ; and the Power and Efficacy 


And when the natural preſence of Chriſt's 
in the Euchariſt is ſo abſolutely impoffible, ſuch. 
a contradiQtion to the ſenſe and reaſon of Man- 


- of the Inſtitution will be the ſame either » 


kind, and of no uſe tothe purpoſes of a Sacrament, 


but what may as well be- otherwiſe ſupphed ; and 


the Sacramental eating of Chriſt's Body in effica- 


cious ſigns is ſo eaſie and intelligible, and by the 


e 
power of an Inſtitution. equally effettual, and fo - 


agreeable to the Nature of all other Inſtitutions 
and Sacraments both of the Old and New Teſta- 
ment, what ſhould incline Men to expound thoſe 


words of our Saviour, This is my Body, of his. 


Natural 
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Natural Body , - contrary to all the Sacramental 


forms of ſpeech uſed in Scripture, did they not 
think it meritorious to believe impoſlibilities and 


contradictions. ; 

To return then a more dire Anſwer to our 
Author's queſtion, what there is befides Subſtance 
and Efficacy belonging to our Saviour's Body ? I an- 
{wer, by Nature there is nothing elſe, but by In- 


Fitution there is ; for there is the Sacrament of 
the Lord's Body, which is neither the natural Sub- 


ſtance, nor the natural Efficacy of his Body, but 
a. Sacramental Communion in the merits and Ef- 
ficacy of his Death and Paſſion, whichis a ſpiritu- - 
al eating the Fleſh and drinking the Blood of 
Chriſt. And fince he wants Scripture for this, 
I will give him a very piain Text, 1 Cor. 10. 
16. The cup of Bleſſing which we bleſs, is it not 
the Communion of the Blood of Chriſt? the Bread 


. which we break, is it not the Communion of the Body 


of Chriſt. Thus S. Paul explains, what our Sa- 
viour ſaid, This is my Body, and, Thisis my Blood, 
by this.is the Communion of Chriſt's Body and 
Blood : That is, that thoſe, who by Faith partake 
of the Sacramental Bread and Wine, do commu- 
nicate-in the Body and Blood of Chriſt. 

This is a different thing from the mere influ- 
ences- of his Grace-; for it is our intereſt and 
Communion in his Sacrifice, which is the meri- 
torious cauſe and ſpring of all Divine Influences 
and Communications : 'We muſt be myſtically and 
ſpiritually united to Chriſt to have Communion 
in the Sacrifice of his Body and Blood, and then 
we receive the freſh ſupplies of Grace from _ 
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which are the purchace of his Death, and the ef 
fe& 6f 6uri'VUnion-ts him; andthis Communion 
with the Body''and:Blood of Chriſt, - we eceive'm 
the 'Lord's Supper; which is inſtitited by Chriſt, 
for- that very purpoſe, and therefore it "1s called 
the Communion of the Body and Blood of Chriſt ; 
becauſe it is-the Sacrament of our ' Union to him, 
whereby we communicate in his Body and Blood ; 
and if this be Z »1ngianiſms, I ſee no help forir, but 
we muſt be contented to be Ininglians. | 


VI. Adot ation of the Enchariſt,(ie. of onr $ aviour 
under the Jpooes of Bread and Wine) is Idotatry: 


I anſivered; Throws no'ſnch: propoſetion as ehii 
taught in thei C hurch of England: "W. teach tn- 
deed, 3 that Bread and WW my in the Enthaviſt re» 
mags Bread and Wine after Conſecration, unit that 
to adore Bread' and Wine is Tolktry.” To adore 
our Siviour is 0 Tdolttry, but to adoje Breal'and 
Wine for our Saviour" may be as Nowth emer. Þ 43 
Fo worſhip -the Sur for. God: - 
- I -of anſwering” this he: tells us, 7 hs 
Ha hemons Tenet 55 Taught by onr-* Charch ,* and 
which -is -a little worſe , ''is *praBtifed 'by theirs: 
For the majority = pretended Biſhops i Vote 
fool Ties all do all of them take it, and” f 
it -too.” "That it is 4 Canon of 

Onur T Goaens Council, the Parliament ;''and there- 
fore it is very- good Law, and that is all -we 
defire for our ' Religion from Parliaments, and 
rhank. -God'that we have it ; ; "th ſince they 'are 
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# General Council', may they -inliſt ' upon ' their 
Infallibility., But what -is the; matter with the 
Teſt? Why, - #, declares. onr.. Adoration of the 
Euchariſt ( which is the Adoration of nothing but 
Jeſus Chrift ) to be Idolatry. Is the Euchariſt 
then nothing but Jeſus Chriſt ? does the Coun- 
cil of Trexs ſay ſo? Is this the DoQtrine 'of any 
of their -Schoolmen, Canonifts, or  Divines? 
Nay, will this Author venture to fay , that the 
Euchariſt is nothing but Jeſus Chriſt himſelf ? 
Which is ſpeck and ſpan New Popery , if this 
be the: DoQrine of -the. Church .of  Rgwe. No! 
he does not, dares not, ſay, that the Euchariſt is 
nothing, but Jeſus Chriſt ; but he ſays, that the 
Adoration of the Euchariſt, is the Adoration of 
wothing but Jeſus Chrift. But what palpable non- 
ſence 1s this; For if the Euchariſt be ſomething, 
which. is not. Jeſus Chriſt , then . the Adoration 
of the Euchariſt muſt be the Adoration of ſome- 
thing, which is. not Jeſus Chriſt. And yet 
though we ſhould ſuppoſe the DoQtrine of . Tran» 
ſubſtantiation to be true, , yet the-, natural..Fleſh 
and Blood of Chriſt,' according to the Do&rine 
of the Council. of Trent , . thought be.. preſent 
in the Sacrament-,--1s not -the- Sacrament. --, For 
there can be:'no Sacrameat. of the. Euchariſt with« 
out the ſpecies of Bread: and Wine : and fre 


Emil. Trig, Council of Trent decrees, that the ' worſhip of 


Latris ,, which. is: due to. the true God; - be 

given. to. this moſt. Holy Sacrament-:. And that 

we might- know, what they meant by the Sacra- 

ment.,” they tell us, - it -is.that, -which is ne 
| | | tut 
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tuted by Chrift, to be received or eaten, which 
certainly-is the ſpecies of Bread and. Wine +. For 
they being ſenſible, how abſurd.it is to worſhip, 
what we eat, to prevent this, - they tell us, that 
it is nevertheleſs to be adored, becauſe it is'in- 
ſtixured to bereceived, or eaten; The reafon in- 
deed they give for it is, 'becauſe Chrifbis-preſent in 
this Sacrament3-but though the preſence of Chriſt 
be the reaſon of this' Adoration, | yet: the whole 
Sacrament is the' obje&; which is not merely 
the natural Body and Blood 'of Chriſt , : but "the 
ſpecies of Bread and Wine, under which is con- 
tained the Body and Blood of Chrift; and there- 
fore to adore the Sacrament /is not to adore »8- 
thing but Jeſus Chrift, 'for the Sactament'is ſome- 
what-more, ;  _'i-j off on 

But thea if the NofQtrine of Tranſubſtantiation be 
falſe, they have no other obje& of their wor- 
ſhip  þut Bread and Wine ; and thus the Church 
of Exglaxd believes, and thus our General Conn- 
cil the Parliament , which made the Teſt, 
believed, and - thus all Men, who dare truit 
their own Senſes, and Reaſon, believe ; and if 
it be. —— to teach, that the worſhip of 
Bread and Wine 'is Idolatry, ſome of the m-{t 
Learned Divines of the Church of | Rome hae 
.been guilty of this Blaſphemy, and I ſhould te 
Bad 'to hear , what our Authors opiaioa is 
OT it, 
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VIL.. AlChriſtiams; twhenever they dei 
RG Ree! #Oreceive tm orb kinds. 


” Ear this. urged the expreſ wodeof inſtitution, 
whicli :do 2s Exprefly 'comnandius:to drink of the. 
Cup, 25.4xi&ar df - the: Bread 3' ſoithat if there be 
any comlnmand-1n; Scripture- to [receive the Bread; 
there is the. fame command-t9. receive -the Cup: 2: 

.indeed as if..our Saviouv lad purpoſely-in- 
tended: to prevent thiscHicritegious taking away 
af: the Po from: the.+Pe6þlegs whereas"it del- 
vering the Bread, heonly-I; $; Take; Bat ; when 
he. blefſed and: delivered! .the<Cup, he: expreſly 
commanded;: Drink yei albtof® yrs”) And; Fr further 

argued from the: nature 0! the E ucharift,” which 
n "it i was: Inftirutel in: both kinds ; : fo: It's not 
Sactament” without it 2 "ati 'yet—-our 


| Authiod rubs his . foreheadW and: confidently tells. 


his. Readers; Nor. foriubis poinr' cant a'Scrs w 
command: be: diftoutred i7in thes"'Auſwer. Thong 

the thirtieth' Article-affirnis., that buth parts + key 
Lords Sacrament, '1by.. C brifs ordinance and toni- 
mandment, .ought' to be: winiftrediito all Chriſtian 
Mes alike t-vehati he mednsbythis-T-cannot gueſs; 
for if..-h&\ wil noe allow wo _— inſtitution, 
to be a Scripture-Proof'} 'T deſpair of ever find- 

ing a Scripture-Proof::for any!/ thing-$. unleſs he: 
can tell me, what proof there can be of an in- 
ſtitution, but the words of. Inſtitution : does this. 
Inftirution then contain a command to receive 


.the Euchariſt? if * does not, how. does he 


, prove, 
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prove, +that all- Chriſtians are bound. to receive 
the Euchariſt 2. if. it does, then Take, Ext ;- is a 
command to receive the Bread:: and by the ſame 
reaſon, -Drink ye all of this, is a command to all 
to: receive; the, Cup; and both theſe being a_- 
part | of the:{ame Feaſt, and commanded-at the 
{ametime-; 'our Church had reaſon to fay, that both 
parts. of the Lord's Sacrament, by Chriſt's ordinance 
- and. commandment, owght to be adminiſtred to all 
Chriſtian: Men. alike. "The Church of Romethinks, 
the words. of Inſtitution a plain and neceſſary 
"command to conſecrate in both kinds, without 
which they grant 1t is. not'a Sacrament ; - naw 
what other command have they for conſecrating, 
thin we have for receiving in both kinds? the 
words: of : Inſtitution are all that we. have .abqut 
this. matter-; and.let them. give, me reaſon, how 
the ſame words come to ſignifie conſecration, but. 
not-.reteiving, in both kinds? nay: they grant. 
that, the Prieſt; who conſecrates:; mult, receive as. 
well - as ; conſecrate in. bogh kings:;. and yet the. 
Iaſticution-is in. the ſame: form of words,. with- 
out -making any diſtinttion between. the Prieſt: 
and [the People ; and how the ſame words ſhould 
cammwand_. the Prieft to.;peceive. 13 both Kinds, 
and: not the. People, is. ſomewhax, myſterious. . I 
an. apt. to think , that. the Fathers of the Court 
cil- of Conſtance, who decreed the communion concit. evx- 
in .one- kind with a 0» obſtante to our Saviour's fart. Sell 13. 
Inſtitution, did ſuſpett ,.. that; there was a Scr 
pturezeProof. for. communion in. both, kinds, or. 
there. had been. no. need t9 have made, an ex-: 
; ception.. 
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ception to our Saviour's Inftitution, and to have 
ſet up the authority of the. Church againſt it. 
The Church of Rome allows, that it is lawful 
for the People to communicate in both kinds, 
and have reſerved this authority of granting ſuch 
a liberty to the Pope, now how can it be law- 
ful, unleſs Chriſt has allowed it , and where has 
he allowed it, unleſs in the words of inſtitutt- 
on; and they prove more than allowance, even 
a command ; if, Drink ye all of this, be of the + 


' Imperative Mood. 


VIII. Chaſtity deliberately vowed may be inoffen- 
Froely violated. | 


This, T ſaid, is no Doitrive of our Churih;'-nor 
are Proteſtants now concerned in it, though ſome of 
the ' Monks and Nuns at the beginning of the Re- 
formation were: and though I did not undertake 
a juſt defence of the Marriages of ſuch devoted 
perſons., yet I offered ſeveral things in Apolo- 
gy for. them; and faid ſo much, that our Ay- 
thor did not think fit to make any reply to it, 
but only anſwers to my denial, that this is a 
DoQtrine of our Church : He ſays, This propoſi-/ 
tion is « Doftrine of the Anſwerers Church, exc 
his be not the ſame Church with Edward the Sixths, 
or the — Article have another ſenſe, than 
when compoſed Cranmer: For all Biſbops and 
Prieſts then in the Weſtern Church bad deliberately 
vowed chaſtity, and the Article ſays, It is lawful 
for them to marry, which certainly wiolates their 
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vow.” No Scripture ts alkdged juſtifying a Fenet, 
fo ow ſo perfidions; | 

has i by conſequence he proves, that it- is the 
Doarine+ of our Church, hat chaſtity deliberate- 
ly vowed may be inoffenſively violated ; becauſe in 
K. Edward the Sixth and Archbiſhop Cramer's 
 days,-it 'was the Doftrine of this Charch, that 
the Biſhops and Prieſts then in being, who had 
deliberately vowed. chaſtity, might notwithſtan- 
ding marry. - But ſuppoſe this was not the Do. 
Arine in King Edward's days, what beeomes then 
of his- conſequence? and yer'this is the truth of 
the caſe. For the Article then only taught, that 
Biſhops, Prieſts, and Deacons, are not commanded 
fo vow the. ſlate of ſingle life without marriage, 
neither by Gods Law are they compelled: to- abſtain 
from Matrimony : but there is not one word, 
whether thoſe , who. were Biſhops and Prieſts 
at that time, and were under the: vow of 
Cclibacy '( though every Prieſt, as-a- Prieſt, was 
not by the'Laws: of - this Church, bound to um- 
dertake fuch a vow, though - they -were forbid 
by the Canons -to- marry )- might marry or not. 
For though :the "Article afferts, that they were 
not compelled--by God's Law, to- abſtain from 
Matrimony: .; yet-it does not ſay, that they could 
not .debar themſelves-- this liberty by voluntary 
yows ; or that-if- they. had: done ſo, they might 
-inoffenfively break thoſe vows, which-is a very 


different queſtion, Indeed: in Queen: Elizabeths - 


Reign-in. the Convocation held at Lowdon, 1562. 
this. Article is -enlarged. . Biſhops, Prieſts, and 


Deacons- 


I 
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Deacons, are. not commanded by God's Lew either 
to vov the eſtate of ſingle life, or to abſtain: from 
marriage. Therefore it is lamful alſo for them, 
as for all other Chriſtian Men, to marry at theit 
own diſcretion, as they ſhall judge the ſamt to ſerve 
better to goalincſs. But this Article does not ſay, 
that thoſe Biſhops and Prieſts, who were entan- 
gled witha vow of Calibacy might lawfully 'mar- 
ry, but only their being Biſhops and Prieits was 
no hindrance to their Marriage : Whether - there 
was any other impediment, it concerned. them to 
conſider ; þut theſe obligations of Vows, which any 
of them were then under, being a perſonal thing 5 
the preſeat deciſion of that Controverſie was not 
thought fit to be.made an Article .of Religion... So 
that thaugh fome.particmlar Perfons were at that 
time cencerned in this queſtion, yet the DoQrige 
of Qur Ghureſa,; never. was concerned.;in it 3; for 
there never was] any Syaodical definition- of - it ; 
and therefore theres no need of producing Scri- 
peure-Progfs for it... But yet notwithſtanding this, 
I ax far from ;condemging-thof Biſhops ;:a9d 
Prices, and: Nuns,: and Friers ,,whodid dheg'mar- 
ry ; for T am fure-a ichaſt Marriage is more- ac- 
ceptable to God, than :an impure Cmlibacy-;, and 
thoſe , Abominatians- which were diſcovered. at 
the Diddplution: oft Monaſteries,': were enough to 
make Men abher ſych- VOWS of Chaſtity % as. he 
calls them : and I am very much of the: opinion, 
that-it were Mill better for Prieſts 'to marry, than 
to debauch their Penitents or Converts. Thas:much 
for bts #opure \aad perfidions Tenet. +) -i;'- 
2330 | | ; IX, 


' ts of England, and the Ch. of- Rome. « 


L—— 


= IX. All Chriffian excellencies arg commanded. 


This, I told him, T thought S. Paul had de- 
termined, Philip. 4. 8. Whatſogever things. are true, 
whatſoever things are honeſt, &C. think on theſe 
things. For if theſe general expreſſions do not com- 
prehend all Chriſtian excellencies, I know not what 
does. To this he anſwers, Uzleſs befides compre- 
hending, it command them , that Scripture will not 
prove the Tenet. And the mode of expreſſion 
( that 1s, its being in the I-perative Mood, Think 
on theſe things ) does not prove it to be a com- 
mand , becauſe it #s common to an exhortation as 
well as precept. Suppoſe this, then ar leaſt it may 
be a Command, as well as an Exhortation, and 
he can never prove, that it is not a Command, 
and therefore can never confute any Man, who 
ſays it is a Command. But ſuppoſe it be an 
'Exhortation ; I thought that the Exhortations of 
the Goſpel , had always included a Command ; 
and I deſire one inſtance of- any Exhortation in 
Scripture, which relates to things neceſſarily good 
'or evil , which does not include a” Command. 
Tndeed the ſtile of the —_ does not run iq 
the form of Laws , but of exhortatory Com- 
mands, enforced with Reaſons and Arguments to 
perſwade; and- it is an effetual way to bafﬀe 
all the Precepts of the Goſpel, if ſach Exhor- 
tations as are made 1n common to all Chriſtians, 
have not the force of a Command. | 
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| i But I obſerved farther, That whatever Vir- 


> 


thes are commanded , we muſt always reckon, that- 
the heights and perfeitions of thoſe Virtues are 
eommanaded, for God can command. nothing lefs than. 
£ perfe# Kertne; and if this be true, then all Chri« 
fan Excellencies- muſt be commanded ;. unleſs 
they be ſuch Excellencies as. are no: Vertues,. 
which I fear may be the caſe. All Chriſtian: 
Virtues. are commanded 1n - Scripture ,, without 
any bounds. or limitations ſet to our duty ; and- 
I always thought, that Juſtice, and Goodnefs, and: 
Charity, Meekneſs and- Humility, Temperance. 
and Chaſtity ,, the Love of God and. Mea, did- 
ftgnifie perfeCt Virtues, and a perfe& Virtue muſt. 
be perfect in degrees, as well as.in its. kind; and- 

the. Goſpel is. 16 far from limiting- our duty, 
that- it makes the Divine nature it fel our. pat-. 

tern and. example.. That we. muſt. be followers. 

of God, wyre, Imitators of- Gad , like dear Chil-. 

dren, And that we- muſt be perfei? os our Fr. 

ther , which is in. Heaver, is perfeit ; which ad-_ 
vances our duty to the utmoſt poſſible attainments- 
in Y irtue.. Pe | 
"But. then;IT added, that the: attainment: of” the - 
higheſt perfeQions in V irtue is- not made the ne-- 
ceflary condition. of, our Salvation-. Though a. 
erfolh: Virtue be commanded ,. yet. for Chriſt's. 
lake a fincere, though imperfect; obedience ſhall 
be accepted. But. the. more perfect: and excellent - 
Virtue_ ſhall- have the. more perfet-and excellent . 
reward ;. which. is. reaſon enough for us to aſpire. 
after. the greateſt perfections.. And yet thoſe.de-.. 
| grees.. 
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grees of perfection , which we are bound to at- 
tain to, muſt bear ſome proportion to what we 
| have - received from God. For to whom much 
is given, of them ſhall be _ much required. Which 
ſhows, that ſuch attainments as bear proportion 
to our receipts, {hall be exacted from -us as a 
juſt debt ; which may make different dope 
yu Virtue in -different Men matter of, {triet 


Y. | 

This, our Author ſays, iwports, that proportion, 
not equality muſt be in our accounts to our abili- 
ties. This I do not well underftand ; for an e- 
_ qual proportion is an-equality, But this, he ſays, 
Hors not agree with this Doitrine , #hat we muſt at- 
ways reckon the heights and perfeftions of Virtues 
are communaded, Has reaſon for 1t is this: The Ac> 
commt correſponds to our Abilities (ſo on does the 
Command.) but all Abilities ave wot the ſame inall; 
how then can God's Commands be ſo to all, as they 


are, if be always enjoyns the heights and perfeitions of © 


Virtues ? 

The Account, he fays, correſponds with our 
Abilities, and therefore the Command muſt: but 
how does he prove this. God will accept -of us, 
according ito our Abilities , which is an a& of 
Grace-and Favour, and owing tothe Merits and 
Interceflion of Chrift ; and therefore his Com- 
mands'too, which are the Eternal and Unaltera- 
ble Rules of Righteouſne&, muſt be proportioned 
to our Abilities : as if God might not in Grace 
and Mercy accept -of leſs, than in Juſtice he 
can require 3 or as if it _— Holy and per 

2 e 
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fet Being to Command leſs, than a. perfe& 
Virtue. 20s 
But all Abilities are not the ſame, how then can 
God's Commands be ſo te all? that is, the. ſame 
to all Men. And are not his Commands. the 
fame to all Men ? Do his Commands differ, as 
Mens Abilities do? How many ſeveral Go- 
ſpels, and ſeveral Laws,. then-muſt we have? And 
where do we find theſe feveral Commands pro- 
portioned to Mens ſeveral Abilities? We have 


but one Goſpel , that I know. of, and the Laws 


of it, are the ſame to all; and it 1s. neceſſary it 
ſhould be fo; that all Men may know, that they 
are bound to be as good as they can;. and not 
abſolve themſelves from any degrees of Virtue, 
as above: their Abilities; and therefore not Com- 
manded them by God : 'This is what God will 
do himſelf, when he comes to judge the World ; 
He will merctfully conſider , whether Men have 
_ done, what they could, and will accept of a lit-- 
tle, when it is their beſt ; but we muſt know, 
that it is our duty to do all the good we can, and 
therefore that the Law requires the moſt per- 
fet Virtue; which will engage us to do. our 
beſt, and uſe our utmoſt endeavours to, pleaſe 
God; and then depend on his Grace to accept 
our ſincere endeavours inſtead of perfeQtion. 
' Had I indeed faid, That God had. made the 
heights and -perfeCtions of Virtue- abſolutely ne- 
cofliry to the Salvation of all' Men , then he 
might have confuted me from our Saviour's. Rule 
of proportion, To whom much is giver, of _ 
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fall be much required: but this T expreſly denied, 
that every Man you be damned, who does not at- 
tain to the higheſt perfettions. And expreſly af- 
ed, That a ſincere Chriſtian ſhall be ſaved, not- 
withſtanding his many defetts , but our reward ſhall 
be proportioned to our ſeveral degrees and attain- 
ments in Virtue. That the moit perfe& Virtue 
ſhall have the moſt exeellent reward. And this is 
enough to confound the pretence. of Merit, and 
works of ſupererogation-; eſpecially that: ſenſleſs 
DoQtrine of one Man's meriting for another ;. which 
is the foundation of. Popiſh Indulgences.. For 
if the moſt perfect Virtue be matter of Duty, and 
under Command, how is it poſſible, that any Man 
can- do more than his Duty ? unlefs he can do 
fomething better than the beſt. And if our: re- 
ward be proportioned' to our belt aftions, what 
_ of Merits can there be,. when all the 
good we do, is ſo amply rewarded? 32k 
Thus, Tobſerved, our Church confuted the Po- 
piſh DoQrine of Supererogation ,. from what our 
Saviour tells. his Diſciples, Whez ye have- done alt, 
that are commanded to you ,: ſay: we are unprofitable 
ſervants. To this our Author anſwers, If to ſu- 
pererogate did ſignifie- (. with Gatholicks- ) to' profit 
God, then the fourteenth Article ( condemning the 
Teachers of works of Supereropation , of Arrogance 
and: Impiety ) had been ſolidly > _— on, When you 
have done all that are commanded to you, ſay we 
are- unprofitable ſervants. But we meaxing- no ſuch 


thing, the Article perverts Scripture. This 1s an. 


admirable anſwer , which does ſomewhat. more 


than. 


— 
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than * pervert, for it vidicules: the Text. . For 
might not the Diſciples'have 'anſwered our Savi- 
otr, as this Diſputer daes;) we are not ſo lilly, as 
to think, we'.can' profit God, but yet we- may 
ſupererogate,- and deſerve 'ſome thanks. from him. 


| It is true, God betag infinitely happy and per- 


feQ ih himſelf, we can make./no addition to him, 
and therefore cannot ina fri ſenſe profit him; 
nor. therefore could our Savipur underſtand it in 
this ſenſe; . but as that, Servant-may be fad to 
profit his Mafter, -and to deſerve thanks, whe 
does more that is his:duty, fo might we be laid 
to be profitable Servants, eauld we alſo ſuperero- 
gate, Or -do:mmore; than iS our duty 5 and -here :our 
Saviour's argument. lies; that when we have done 
all that is commanded us, all the good, that we 
can /poſfibly do, yet we muſt 'confels our ſelves 
unprofitable Servants, becauſe we have done no- 
thing, but what'was our duty : and if the Agor 

an 


Mes 'tthemſelves- did, -and could do, no more-4 


was. their duty, I think our Church :might very 
well charge theſe Teachers of works of Super- 
erogation with Arrogance and Impiety ; if to ad- 
vance themſelves-above the Apoſtles be Arrogance, 
and: to tnake God a debtor to them be Im- 


ety. 
ys But that our People may a little underſtand 
the weight and moment of this Controverſie, it 
will be neceſlary briefly to unriddle it. 

Of what conſequence the DoQrrine of Purgato- 


«#yisin the Church of 'Rowe, is ſufficiently known ; 


for a .Church, which can perfwade People, that 
without 


Dn —— 


|  Chof Bngland, awd the Ch. of Rome. 


without: her help, they: muſt. be damned for ſome 
hundred! or thouſand Years (for Purgatory is no- 
thing elſe but a 'Femporal Damnation, as Hell is 
Eternal,, which is the -only difference between. 
them ): muft needs-have a great authority over all 
ſarts of perſons, who are conſcious-to themſelves, 
that they do not live. ſo- inaocently as to be 'out 
of danger of Purgatory :. But: the DoQrine of 
Purgatory it {elf could do the Church no ſervice, 
had ſhe not the power of Indulgence to remit the 
pains of Purgatory.; and.yet Indulgences are ow- 
1g to. the: flock. of Merits, which the .Church 
has.the keeping and diſpoſal of ;. and yet there. 
van: be. no. Merits.-withque fore works . of Swper-- 
e&rggation., and there can:be no - Works. of Syper-- 
erozation., if no Man;can do more than -what is 
commanded, . than..what-is-his duty to-do :: For 
when.'we: dd. no more than our duty, we muſt 
confeſs our ſelves to be unprofitable Servants, as-that - 
is appoſed to Merit :. For no Man merits merely by 

doing his duty... And this occalions this Diſpute, | 
whether all .Chriftian - excellencies - are . comman- 
ded; for if ' we.can do no good DIS. but what 
is commanded, . | there is no room left for. Merits . 
nor Works-of Sapererogation ;.and then there. can: 
be no ſtock of Merits -to be the Fund of Indul-- 

2nces,. and .then Purgatory will be ſo uncomfor--- 
tabls'a DoArine,. that no Man wil truſt to it; .but 
will think it his intereſt: to. hive vertuoufly, that he - 
may eſcape both Hell and Purgatory,and go to Hea- 
ven when he dies ; and then the Church of Rome - 
will loſe her Authority, and her gainful:* Trade : 
together... This - 


» " : 
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This is: the plain ſtate of the caſe; and there- 


fore to.do the Charch off: Rome Right, ſhe prin- 
.cipally attributes Merit to ſuch good Works, as . 


ſhe calls them, which God: has no where com- 
,manded ; but whether .theſe be Chriſtian excel- 
lencies or no, would be conſidered. The Monkiſh 
vows of Poyerty, Calibacy, and abſolute Obedience 


.to-their Superiors, are thought a ſtate of Perfe- 


Rion and Merit; and if they- be ſo, | theſe are 
works of Supererogation indeed, for they are no 


where commanded by God ; but I confeſs, I can- 


not underſtand the excellency of them, eſpecially 
not as praQtiſed in the Church of Rome. 

. . It isan argument of a great and excellent mind 
to live above this World , and to deſpiſe all the 
.Charms and Flatteries of it ; but what Vertue it is 


to. renounce the poſſeſſion of :any thing. in this 


World, 1 cannot tell; It is in; itſelf no/Vertue, 
that I know of, to be Poor, and therefore it can 
be no Vertue to chooſe Poverty. The World 
was made for the uſe of Man,. and -to uſe it- 
well is an Argument of Vertue; but merely. to 
-have nothing in the World is none.: To bear want 
with a patient mind, and a quiet ſubmiffion' to the 
Divine Providence, is a Vertue; but to chooſe 
want is- none : Much leſs is it any vertue to re- 
nounce our private Poſleſſions, to live plentifully 
upon- a common Stock, and. to: be as intent in 
inriching a Monaſtery , - as-any Man can be to - 
advance his - private. Fortunes 3 - which is nb 
great argument of a contempt of the World. And 
no mors is it, to renounce all honeſt and indu- 
{tr10us 
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 ſtrious ways of living, as ſome do, and to turn 
imperious and god! S, and live deliciouſly 
on the ſpoils and ſuperſtition of the peopſe: 

Cclibacy it {elf is no Vertue, for then' Marriaze, 
which is. the Ordinance of God, and a Popiſh Sa- 
crament, mult be a Vice.. For there is no Vertue, 
ſtrictly ſo called, but is oppoſed toſome: Vice; and 
Ccelibacy is oppoſed to nothing but Marriage : and 
therefore we mult ſeek for the vertues of Caliba- 
cy, not merely ig a vow againſt Marriage, which 
- 1s no Vertue ; but as it ſignifies a great mortificati- 
on to all bodily Pleaſures, and is a means to 'ad- 
vance us to a more Divine and heavenly ſtate of 
. Mind : and every degree of Vertue we attain to, 
ſhall receive a proportionable reward : And thus 
Cclibacy, though it be not a ſtate of PerfeQion it 
ſelf b may 
and .if we. are the better Men for it, we ſhall 
have. the greater reward. But to vow Calibacy, 
and to burn with Luft, and to pratiſe all the 
impurities of the Stews; to ' renounce Marriage, 
and to defile Wives and Virgins, and ſtill to call 
this a more perfett State than Marriage, is a work 
of Supererogation indeed, but whether it be ſuper- 
erogating Vertue or Vice, .God will judge ; who 
has forbid all uncleannefſs,- and inſtituted Marriage, 
not only for the propagation of mankind, but as a 
remedy againſt Luft. | 

. To vow abſolute obedience to any - Creature, 
without reſerving to our ſelves a judgment, whe- 
ther what: he commands be good or evil, is {5 
far from being a State —; 'Perfeftivn, that it is 


yance us to a more perfe& Stare, _ 


an - 
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an: n-encrodchmeat tha: Divine eropatt 
ard gives ſuch obedignce.to._ Men, as 1s due. on- 
' ly to.: God; +: This 1s expreſly | 
Saveonr's/; precept; , Bar-eale. 210! | Rabhi, For 
one. Js: youre Maſter ;; even pore" aatak; JE are 
Brethren. :. Andeall no Man your i Exther upon carth; 
for- we As you ira Ta is i Heaves. New 
ther te: 4 or. one is your | Maſter, 
rtChrif » "Mavtw,. 23:84 93:20. whick does 
riot oppoſe: :the/ uſe: ;of thele: names'-in-common 
Speech; but forbids| us_| to: aſcribe ſuch an Au- 
thoricy to. any. Manon Earth, as is due only to 
God and Chrift : {And-if 2 vow of: blind obedi- 
ence | does: nat; make Men: our \ Maſters in this 
fortadded: fehla, Etbink: doing Can. Tops vo- 
luatary unneneN] Vents to t Body. 
which ſerve: no js x Maortification or Devoti: 
on 3 RE over a. great mamber. of Ave Maries, 
going in e:td Jernfalem, or Loretto,. or 

to the Sinden arty .other -powerful. Saints; | to 
give all 'our  Eftaves dor, Wy - Maſſes for. whe 
Dead ; to adore Reh es, ito kiſs the 
Pavement of rw; orſome Crois OS 
on it ; 10 fay over. ſome , particular. Prayers 

many timesa «ay, or t-pray before: Gachrs's a 

cular Altar; ITY like -  as:by ot: 
berality of Popes, have Jomany and years In- 
dulgence for a reward, are indeed works of. Super= 
erogation, becauſe God has not commanded them, 
but -I doubt are no Chriftian-excellencies;: Such 
things , as. theſe makei Men Saints , and envich 
' the Church with — and auch good may do 
them with it. X. Every 
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ture, SHES i170; ACC ont. any.rother places of. re- 
Foes pa oy Shes 'Harld,-:has 


Heaven | ant 
&s. Jaon: as expired, 5s xoeverra:to FHes- 
; £5 only ap duference frow this Datirine, 
that we + know of +R0; ,othax places: then bouts! gains 
after death, the Scripture, ing i netuold us of uny 
other. That our Church, though She rejefts Pur- 
gatory, yet has not determined againſt an inter- 
mediate State, .between-.; Death anti. Judgment. 
"Though Chriſt's Parable; of. Dives and Tinzarus , 

and SS. Paul's deſire iho be dilſalved: ans: to: be, mich 
Chriſt, look fairly Larry that;good Men 


£0 to Heaven,, and bad Men direaly to Hell, 


when they « die. 
"He cakes takes natice only of this laſt 'pallage aflage of 
Dives ; and. Nom and-.$,-Pegl ;;;ant:4ays; :t 
«this Rl prove. ſomething , .vF.thvee.-Souls br 
"ll, -or All Souls reorpire in either Dives's fitmeſs 
for "Hell, FT io. s .aud ;S. Paul's for ddeaven. 
But. he'ſkould have taken -the whole proof. to- 
Filet, that: FS _— made in. _ 
ure r, place. of -z&wands.: or: quni 
eu porn next World, but;Heaven and Hell ; 
and that whereeyer, we have any agcount .of : the 
ftate,of Men after Death, erp thear iofithem, 
Wn "Heaven: or Hell. As; Dives; when the; diedz 
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was immediately cormehted in Hell, and. Lezares 
was conveyed into Ab/#haw's boſom, ind S. Paul 
expeted, when he died, to -go immediately to 


Heaven, and to be with Chriſt : but we read 


of no- Man, who' went OT wiES he 


died > and what other 'proof 'can we have of 
this, | but that Heaven s\ promiſed” to | good 
Men, and' Hell threatned againft bad: Men ; and 
we. have ſome examples of both recorded 'in 
Scripture ;\ unleſs we expeCt the' Scripture ſhould 


vs us. a compleat Catalogue of all, who were 


ved or damned'in thoſe days. Sar 
As for Mens fitzeſs for Heaven or for Hell, *when 


- they die; I know not well, what he means by 


it.. For; Men 'may' be ft, as he calls it, for 
Hell, who-are not as wicked, as Dives, and we 
.all: have reaſon: to hope, that thoſe may. be. fic 


for” Heaven, who are not ſo holy as St. Paul 


was. Though there: are different degrees of 
Vice and Vertue, which may qualifie Men, for 
different degrees of rewards and'puniſhments, 


unments, .yet 
as we read” in; Scripture, but of 'two ftates Bo 
- the other Workd, H eaven and Hell, we read 


but of . two diftintions of Men in this World, 
the good and the bad, to whom thefe -promiles. 
ar threatnings -belong. Now every Man, when 
he-dies, muſt be-one- of 'theſe;, either a penitent 
or an impenitentfinner ;-for+ the Scripture knows 
no- 2vedium berween- them. Tf- he be a penitent 
fnner, by the gracious terms of the Goſpel; he 
has a tight to-pardon of fin, ' and eternal; life; 
and why is not that -Man fir- for Heaven, who 
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tas a Cotagneright 102?" and Whar honkdce 
tain him in Purgatory , who has an immediate 


right to Heaven? if. he be an.impenitent fin- 


ner, Hell is his portion, and he muſt have 
rages F* | 

But after all,” this is no- controverſie between 
us, and the -Church of Rome , whethet every 
Soul as foon as expired is cowveyed to Heaven or 
Hell ; but whether thoſe, who ſhall finally be 
faved muſt - ſuffer the pains of | Purgatory in the 


other World, before they ſhall be received into 


Heaven. Our Author has a mind to confound 
theſe two, and ſeems. to think it proof enough, 
that there is a Purgatory, if there be a middle 
ſtate © between death and judgment, which is 
neither Heaven nor Hell ;'\ and poſſibly thoſe; 
who do not. -underſtand this Controverſie,. may. 
be deceived with ſuch pretences,, and 


it will be convenient briefly to ſtate this mat-- 


teT. : 


There haye been, I. confeſs, very different 


opinions among fone . of the Fathers, about the 
Mate 'of Souls | 
Reſtrrettion 'of Chriſt from the. dead, as you. 
ſhall | hear more preſently ; and there. may be 
rery different” opinions ' about it till,. and I be- 
lieve 'wifl be arnong. thoughtful* and' inquiſitive 
Men; and no. great hurt done neither, while they. 
are not made Articles of Faith, nor the founda-- 
tioa of ſame new and unſcriptural worſlyp. 


Bat. 


"departed; both. before and ſince the. 
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45 apy. Man, 'and therefate T'fhall briefly ſhew, 
What be thought of this matter. n262 

T hat: Befarwine did believe,, that Souls depart- 
ed were purged with fire, is abundantly evident 
fropr:what- he ;difehurſts, '0n- x Cor. 3. and from », ,,,,,, 

_ thoſe ' teſtimanies of the Fathers , which. he: a- 1. cap. 5. cap. 
buſts to this purno | . vn he 5 
But For:-1what end theſe puniſhments ſerve, is * * 

as iconfiderable as Prirgatory: five it (elf; and they, - 
Rellormine tells ys, arg to expiate venial ſins, or - - 
fath mental. fins, who evil 1s. pardoned, but 
not-the; temporal puniſhment due ro-them ; For 
according tQ the DaQtrine of the Church of 
+Reme,;: there: are forme: venial: fins, which ws their cap. r:. 
own - nature; do. not deſerve eternal, -but-oaly | 
temporsl  punifhments : '\and as for: martal. fins, 
when the guut of them is pardoned by the. Sa- 
crament of Penance, -by Conoa , and the Ab-- 
falution ;of che Prieſt, yet - there remains .acem- 
poral puniſhment tobe undergone by the penitent, 
either 1n: vhs. World, or 1n; Purgatory. .' So that 
if Men die under any + venial -fins,..or-martal 
fins, whoſe: guilt is remitted, which they . have 
not made. compleat fatisfaQtian for in this Warld, 
they awsſthbear: the,temporal: puniſhments of. -- theſe 
fns in; Purgatory -- and 'therefore as very goo 
Men ,' whoibave neither-any venial, gor mortal. 
ſins, ' to fatisfie for,, go directly to Heaven, when 
they -die.; and bad Men, who. are under the 
cudle-of” enartal fins, go direQily to. Hell :. fo- 
thoſe, who are indifferently good, 5. e. who have 
only venial fins, - or the temporal puniſhment wes 
mo 
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dim |. 2. 
Cap. 33 qe 


Ibid. c. 14. ' 


Cap. 16, 


mortal fins +þ make *atisfaRtion -ifor ; what” is 
wanting of a compleat fatisfaQtion. for theſe fins, 
-while they lived, muſt be made. up in Purga- 


te we muſt not think, that this fire of Pure 


ga is for the. purging or reforming ſinners, 
Te op may aſcend more pure a1] ings in- 
to Heaven; but only and meerly to bear that 
Tem puniſhment, which is due to- fin. For 
the Cardinal induſtriouſly proves, ' That.the Souls 
in Purgatory can . neither merit nor. fin; that - 
chey are parfe&t in Charity, and conſequently in 
all other Graces; and come no more perfe&t 
out of Purgatory, than they, went ia; but-when 
they have paid the uttermoſt Farthing, have un- 
dergone all that Temporal-puniſhment, which is 
-due to their ſins, then they ſhall be releaſed, and 
received into Heaven. : EH The 
- But becauſe this is a very uncomfortable Do- 
Qrine , That Men muſt lie many Hundred or 
Thouſand 'Years in ry, whuch differs from 
the torments. of Hell only in the continuance 
.of them, ( for Purgatory 1s as hot as Hell, but 
one is Tempc 
is a very terrible conſideration, that we muſt. be 
tormented for] many Hundred Years, though not 
for ever ; therefore they tell. us, that the Souls 
1a Purgatory may be relieved by the” Prayers. and 
Alms of the living, and by the Sacrifice of the 
Maſs; and principally by. Indulgences , which 
the Pope . diſpenſes and - applies to particular 
Perſons , out of the Treaſury of the _ 
| W 


poral, and the other Eternal ). which © 
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| ny conſiſts of the Merits- of -ſupererogating 
ints. | 
This ſhort account I have given of the Do- 
Atrine of Purgatory ; not that I intend to ſpend 
time to contute it now ; to ſhow how ground- 
leſs it is; how injurious to the Goodneſs of God, 
and to the Merits of Chriſt; how contrary to the 
Szhſe of the Primitive Church , and of moſt, if 
not all, Chriſtian Churches at this day, excepting 
the Church of Rome; but to let our People 
ſee , what kind of proofs they muſt demand for 
Purgatory ; which alone -will be ſufficient to ſe- 


cure them from the attacques of their wittieſt Ad- 


verſaries. As to ſhow this particularly. 


- Firſt, to prove 2 middle ſtate between Death | 


and Judgment , which is neither Heaven nor 
Hel), :does..not prove a,Popiſh Purgatory. Who 


ever is acquainted with the Writings of the Fa- 
thers of the firſt four Ages, muſt confeſs, that - 


this was a received Opinion among them ;z that 
no. Man, excepting Chriſt himſelf; was received 


into Heaven till the day 'of Judgment. I ſhall . : 


not: multiply Quotations to'this purpoſe, which. 


the Learned know where to find. . Ireneus and mew. s. 


: yo : ; +1] contr, bereſ, 
Tercullian prove this from” the example of Chriſt, "7: 25% 


to-which. we \muſt. be conformed. For Chriſt owns, coy. 55. * 


himſelf. did not aſcend: into, Heaven . tilt after his: 


ReſurreQion ; but \as his Body , reſted in the - 


Grave; his Soul went into the place of Souls 


departed ; and when he aroſe again, then he. 


aſcended into Heaven. And thus we muſt do al- 
” G | ſo. 
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fo. When we die, our Souls ſhall live in thoſe 
places, which God has prepared for ſeparate Souls, 
and there they- muſt remain till the ReſurreQi- 
on ; and when we have re-aſſumed our Bodies, 
we ſhall be admitted into the higheſt Heavens, 
_ Chriſt is aſcended. This they affirm 
poſition - to+ thoſe Gxoftick Hereticks, who 
win t, that as ſoon as they | died, they ſhould 
aſcend above the Heavens to him whom they. cal- 
 #Supergrediun- led the Father , which, * Irereus fays, is to ex- 
rv riors Ceed-the order of promoting juſt Men, as being 
jaftorum, & Tgnorant of the regular gradations- and advances to 
5 
N (ane Tacorrupeion. And this he attfibutes to' their de-- 
ows ad incor- Dial of the ReſiirreQion of 'the' Fleſh ; for ir-is. 
Spflen ew”! no wonder, that ſuch Men ſhould not know the 
rat, 3.4 order of the: Reſurteftion, who deny the. Reſur- 
Qi rcomi- re&tion, © ' From whence it” is plain, that! in Ire- 
Bo lira. #645 bis Opinions, 'n6\ Man - wohs' believed: the .Re< 
enn;&- qua fiirreftion 'of 'the' Fleſh, could reaſonably think, 
| tun inipfs ef» hae. the-Souls-of 'good Meri did aſcend: into Hea- 


auferunt tam at 


medio, quid ven tat Soul and Body was united: at the- Refſur- 


FF pa: : fince Chit hinfelf did-rior | aſcend into 
reſurreffionis ert till '' ater his 'Reſtirreion't-  rhough Che: 


OM — orants' that [bthe- did believe'fo ,_ who- were Or-- 
* thodox in the Article-of "the Refurrettion, though 
Grier - Ws. herein they agreed with” Herericks.' Thats this. 
ref ondidijh” way: _ bye neem Loki wa Mary 1; Loft ating, ' Ei. 
1s IE In (> ;. and! div AT ory 
oy — wigy er chers, " at” pet e: proved by the + uf res Mr. Dal- 
ab er, I vindieges from. the 070.06 eo on Cards. 
& ſatiaf.l., cl Bellarmine. | | 
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- But how. this differs from a Popiſh Purgatory 
will appear in thele three particulars, 4 


_ Firſt, That they affirmed this of all ſeparate Souls, 
That, none were received into Heaven before 'the 
Reſurrection. Patriarchs, Prophets, Apoſtles, what-. 
ever they were; they continue in the ſtate of {o- 
parate Souls, and have not their full reward, and: 
are not received into the higheft 'Heayens , till 
the -ReſurreQtion: of their. Bodies. This is 'the 
Lex Mortuorum, as Irenens calls-it, the Law of > 


,* 
Et 6x &ricn- 


the Dead; the ordo promotionis juſttrum , the Or- 9, uu, 
_ der ifi which juſt Men ſhall be advanced. .. For 4gdrur6- 
as S. Chry/oftom affirms, If the: Body do: nat- riſe, 4 Lox3 waiver 
the Soul remains uncrowned, out.af that' ſtate- of if» # wars- 
bleſlednels, which 1s. 41 Heaven. : Whereas the ecarilG- © 


. 


Popiſp Purgatory is noc for all Souls, bur only © GegonTs 


for thoſe, who have not made a perfeC ſatisfaftion 
for their fins in this life ; :and therefore muſt indute 
the temporal puniſhments due to''them in; Pur- 
atory. Whereas the Souls of all Children, who 
ie after Baptiſm, before the commiſſion of any 
aQual ſin, and the Souls of good Men, who have 
completed their ſatisfaQtion in this life , accord- 
ing to the DoQtrine of the Church of Rome, 
aſcend direAly into Heaven: which is expreſly 
denied by theſe Ancient Fathers ; and was taught 
by few 1n thoſe days, but by ſuch Hereticks, as 
denied the Reſurrection of the Body. | 


G 2 Secondly, 


—— 
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7 Secondly , ' According to theſe Ancient Fathers, 

this ſeparate ſtate, wherein the. Souls of good 

Men _—_—_ till oy qt yas 15 not. a ſtate 

of. puniſhment ,''as the Popiſþ Purgatory is, but. 

of Joy ajal Felicity. They were Advided indeed 

about the place, where the Souls of good Men 

lived till the ReſurreQtion ; fome placed it in ſe- 

cret receptacles within the Earth, and therefore 

called -it the Infernum, as Tertullian did; others 

thought - it was-above the Earth in ſome” Cele- 

ſtial Region , but below the higheſt' Heavens ; 

but they all agreed, that it was not Heaven, and 

that it was not a ſtate of puniſhment, but of 

Ecan divine reſt and: happineſs: 'and therefore"they called ir 

amenitatis17- " Abraham's Boſom', and Paradiſe , which. they. di- 

ſtorm i - ftinguiſh from Heaven. Fertulliaz calls 1t.a place 

ris define- of Divine pleaſantneſs, appointed for the Spirits 
"pt.eap.47. Of holy Men. The Author of the Queftons and 

| Axfwers to the Orthodox, in Jaftin Martyr, expreſ- 

Tuſtin Mary 1y tells us, That when the Soul goes out of the 

oth.queft.7s, Body, there is a great | difference made between 

- the Righteous and the Wicked. | For they are 

| carried by Angels to ſuch places ,. as are propet 

for them. 'The Souls 'of juſt Men into Para- 

diſe,, where they have'the' converfation and ſight 

of: Angels and Archangels, and the viſion (3a ) 

of our Saviour Chriſt ; as it: is written, be- 

ing . abſent from the body, we are preſent with. the 

Lord. — From: hence Bellarmize concludes, 

'That by Paradiſe this Author underſtands Hea- 

ven, becauſe there we ſhall have the Viſion of 


Chriſt, 
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Chriſt, and therefore that Paradiſe muſt ſignifie 


that place, where Chriſt is preſent : ' Which is di- 
realy contrary to the DaCtrine of this Author, who 


makes Paradile only a receptacke of ſeparate ſoals, 


till the Reſurretion. But though it be not Hea- 
ven, there is, .he ſays, a great communication: be- 
tween Heaven and Paradife ; 'for they have the 
frequent viſits and converſation ' of - Angels. and 
Archangels, whom. they ſee 'and converle with, 


as they do with one another; but when he ſpeaks. 
of Chriſt, he expreſly makes a-diſtinAtion'betrween 


their ſight of, '-and converfation with :Angels, 
and Chriſt ; for 'this: latter is- oaly-wÞ 3omuizs by 


way of Viſion, as we fee things, - which are .ab- 


ſent and at a diftance ; but- yet- this does 1o 
ftrongly!: affeft them , thiat he thinks ,»rhar of 
S.' Paxl'may; bei applied>to' ir, being 2ab[enr from 
the ' Body ;_ we'are "preſent \ with the. Lord, ' And 
 certainly-'this 1s: no Popiſh Purgatory, but as they 


thought, the. very nextdegree of happineſs to Hea- 


-ven 1t- (elf; 1- 99619 151153 8 OS Baits: 
Fhus.S. Hilary cxprefly aſſerts, that the ſtate 
of.'Sbuls departed is a | 

S. Ambroſe tells: us 3; that while. the 


ReſurreQion as they deſerve: Puniſhment expects 


fome;. and Glory others.; and yet.neither bad-Souk Ergo dun ex- 


ng . MOTITY *(h; peftatur pleni- 
are. in the mean time. without puniſhment, . nor 7 mi 


the- good. without reaping ſome fruits-. of their :xpant ani- 
me Reſurretti- 
onem debitam, Alias manet pena, alias glgria. Et tanen nec ille interim fine injarid, nec 


- iftie fine jrufty, Ambr, as bono mortis cap. 10. 


Vertue : 


ate of ay 5 wy - and #lar 
neſs. of time [; 
.cames ,:. the Souls 'are in expeQation 'of ſuch a. 
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Nullt patet 
calum terra 
adhuc ſalva, 
ne dixerim 
clanſa, cum 
tranſattione 
enim mundi 
reſtrabuntuy 


JYerade::: Butril-need :nor mwiltiply Quotagions! to 
.prave'(hive/ whielano - modeſt Man, whbois.ac- 
0g with: ithe Po -of the: Fathers; i can 
o Yo SLTDGH . a Ge 2: $7 5 he” +; 
. .; Third. Another difference s,'T hat this is. an 
anabkerable State :tyl-the day iof:. Judgment, and 
therefore; wo: Popiſh. Purgatory ;. out: of: which, 
as:the Church of . Rome pretends ,.. Sozils may he 
redeemed by the Prayers and. Alms. and Maſſes 
of the. Living; and iMmediately,/into. Hea-" 
\t8.:{T'bis 4s evident from what T:have already 
 GAid, that this State is to laſt 'til the Bieſurretr- 
on, .according tarhe/{eaſe of the ancient Fathers; 
as Tertzlien exprefly.affirms, that Heaven is open 
_ to adne, while #His;Barth lafls;; - but: the:King- 
dom af Heaven: ſhall-be-opeged-with the <ad.of 
the World 3 And. S.Chry/oftoxm obſerves from the 
Parable of Dives and L:azarm:; that the: Souls of 
Men after their depature out of theſe Bodits, are 


rene calormn. Carried to a Certain place, from whence they can- 


Tert, Apot. 


cap. 47. © 


not. go out, whe they wall; «bat-\there:expect 


Chn/.Hon.28- the terrible day. of:Judgment': * Which 'plainly 
4 ſhows, what his belief was , that they muſt - 
continue in: that State, which they enter up- 
on -at Death; till'the: ReſurreCtion : . Andithis T 
think is ſufficient to ſhow the difference between 
a Popiſh Purgatory, and that middle ftate between 
Death and Judgment, which rhe ancient Fathers 


taught, 


Secondly, 


— - 


. Secondly, Nov is it: ſufficient 60 pove 4 Popiſh. 
k believe, . 


Purgatory, 'that'ths Ancisn& Path fa 


that all Ape mitbogulk atbougi the Fife "Þf os! 
of Judgment.' | That: thoſe, ' who were"per: ' 


da 

folly good,: ſhould receive 'no hurt 'nof 'darnage 
by it ;z-chat thoſe who had-any rethan 16f Gra 
raptionodbokt them,. ſhowld be detained Fnger® 
or fhorter time. inithav laſt' TIRE Till thy Were"! 
purged: foomtheir-ſins/;-and that bad Meh ſHonld'' 
irrecoverably- flak down into©endlefs* burnings.” 


This \wassa'.yeceived! _ among 'the A 


ſbould be tnidd: by" Fire;: which is {0 univerfally | 


acknowledged ,;.rhar-b need not: prove it by par- 


ticular; Quotations... But'yet there'is'an irreconcile-- 
able.difference; betwgen' this "opinion; and the Po-- 
piſhi Podttine: of: Purgatory 3: -A$. will appear in ; 


thee. particulars. 


x.. That: the-Popiſh- Pargatory' is now, and 


Has-been in. being at leaſt. fince the time of our 


Sayiplrtzcand: that: thoſe ; who deſerye the- fire. 


of: Purgftory! ,.. fall into'it, 'when they go out of 


theſe Bodies; whereas: the Fire,.. which the Fa-- 
thers! ſpeak: of ,.. is nor till the day. of Judgment. . * 


roſs, andcB.”4inuſtth hitnſelf : who! expreil 


uy: that! this Fire vis ar- the. erid of. the. Wold, 
in fine- ſeculi ;- and. therefore. not: the. Popiſh 


Purgatory, 'whieh, as they. would perſwade.: us, - 


is already kindfed, and has been forymany hun- 
dred FEALS.. 


IF-Men. 


y teH1S Au. 1. 16. dr 
| C, D.C. 24+ 


Indeed ; 


HE TOES OOTY 


my Ti Gnoroverſes PERF 


Knee oe wine oa 17 > Hitcageng, © and +>. XY" TEE 
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\Tndepd; Suu adin, 4bvugh he owhs. thatfiery S 
cali 'y RE bj Oacon | 26\the:| Fathers: be- 
| id +, yer he has ſomething: peculiar in. 


Rok mY 4. Which none of the Fathers before 
himever.taught-; and therefore having no Authori- 
ty, of Tradition, it muſt reſt w upon / his-. 
own, Authority, who had -no, more Authority to 
invent any new Doftrige in 'his: Age, than we / 
have in ours : 'There are three or four: places in 
'S. Auguſtin, which do ſpeak of ſome Purgatory fires, 
which ſome Men, muſt undergo between. Death 
Firs Fude Bmenk, which looks, moſt like the = 1 


+ 4 IT. 


may be A reaſon, , why this Doftrine has- J 
much prevailed in the Latiz Church, which was 
acquainted with S.. Auſtin's Writings ;: -when i has 
been always ati? by the Greeks, as-is evident 
from the Council of Florence. But there: are :Q 
things to be ſaid to this: 7"S6 [1 


Firſt, That: St. Auſtin ſpeaks very ydoubefully « 

bout it. That there may: be ſuch. puniſhments 

Talr aiquis after this life (he ſays ). is- not- incredible; ' and 

etiam poſt dane yyvE may examine, | whether there be any ſuch 

mn -tog ing or not ; _ and. it may either be found,:'or. 

| oh, o>-atruw AY. Nil continue ;a_ſecrer;,; whether Aotme Chri-\ 

wr & ns ſtians , according i to the degree:of theit- love and 
1nvenirl, ak 


latere, nonnullos fideles per ignem quendam Purgatoriing quazte magis mint bo bore pore- 
antia — tanto tardins, eltinfue, ftv, Aug, TR & [77 ST | 
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affection for theſe piling enjoyments, be not 

ſooner or later ſaved by a certain Purgatory fire; 

and in another place he fays, he does not reproye 

this opinion, for it may be, © it is true; now 

7: darguo, quia forſitan verim eff. De C.D: L721. 

c. 25-  Andelfewhere hefays, That though ſuch 
ſpeculations. may ſerve for his own, or other 

Mens, inſtruQtion, yet he does not (attribute any 
Canonical authority t& them, and therefore he 

was very far from making it an Article of Faith,  .. 

as the Church of. Rome has done. Wes drferipfon = 
aliorum txerceatur, vel erudiatur, mnfirmitas, i tamen in tis nulla velut —_— 
tr antborit as. Ag. de ofto Neſt. Dulcilis Qxeſt, 3. | 


Secondly, And yet, though St. Auſtiz ſpeaks 
of. a 2-4 atory fe after death, and [we urn 
day. of judgment he ſeems by Its whole diſcourſe 
neyer. to, have thought of fuch'a Purgatory, as 
the, Church. of Rome has invented. The ocrafi- 
on of what he fays to rhis purpoſ, is that noted 
place, x Cor. 3. 11, , #2, 13, 14, 15. For 6 
ther Songsion can no may lay , than that is laid, 
which . is Teſus Chriſt. Now if any man build upon 
this foundation, gold, filver, precious ſtones, wood, hay, 
Pabble ; Every Mans works ſball be made manifeſt + for 
the day ſball declare it, becauſe it ſhall be revealedby fire ; 
aud the fire ſball try every Mans work of what 
ſort it is : if any Mans work abide, which he built 
thereupon, he (ball receive a reward. If any Mans 
work Tal be burnt , he ſhall ſuffer loſs; bus he 


himſelf ſhall be ſaved, but ſo as by fire. Some 
H there 
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. dionad Lau- 
rent. cap. 67 
68, 69. 


% 


Aug. Enchiri- 


there were, who from this place concluded; 
that thoſe who held the foundation, who believed 
in Chriſt, and continued in the unity of the 
Church, how - wicked ſoever ther lives were, 
ſhould 'at laſt be faved by fire : This St. A4u- 
ſtin vehemently oppoſed , though it is very like 
the DoQtrine or PraQtice of the Church of. Rome, 
which ſends all gaod Catholick ſinners, how 
wicked. foever their lives have been, to Purga- 
tory ; eſpecially if they have had time to confeſs, 
and receive Abſolution. They abſolve- all that 
confeſs, and no Man, who is abſolved at the 
hour of death can: go-to: Hell ; but how wicked 
ſoever he 1s, he ſhall at laſt be faved - by the fire 
of Purgatory. In oppoſition to this, St. Auſtin 
expounds. wood and hay, and ſtubble, which. ſome- 
build upon the foundation, not of ſuch fins as the. 
Scripture tells us, , will ſhut us out of the King- 
dom of Heaven, ſuch as Sr. Paul mentions, 1 Cor: 
6.9, 10. Neither Fornicators, nor Iadolaters, nor 
Adulterers, &C. ſhall enter into. the Kyngdom of 
Heaven, but of ſuch a great pafſion for the pre- 
ſent enjoyments of this World, though lawful 
and innocent in themſelves, that we cannot loſe 
them. without great trouble and anxiety of mind : 
for when fuch Men muſt ſuffer the loſs of all 
theſe things for Chriſt ; if they hold the- foun- 
dation, if they prefer Chriſt before. all other 
things, they will ſuffer the Ibſs of all: things for 
him; but then. that fondneſs they. have for this. 
World, 'will make the loſs of theſe things very 
afflicting ; dolor writ, ſuch forrow burns thetr 

| Souls, 


PP #—___—_ 
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Souls, and is a kind of Purgatory fire to. them in 
this World, which thoſe geod Men eſcape, who 


ſit looſe from all preſent things, and therefore 


are not ſo much affected with the loſs of them ; . 


but thoſe wholove this World too paſſionately, if 
notwithſtanding - they can bear the loſs of all for 
Chriſt, ſhall be ſaved , but ſo as by fire; ſhall 
ſmart-for- their loving this World too well in thoſe 
buraing and Purgatory flames, which an inor- 

dinate love and grief will kindle in their Souls. 
. This is what St. Asſtiz underſtands by being ſa- 
ved by fire in this World ,_ that forrow with 
which thoſe are burnt, when they loſe theſe 
things, who loved them too much, while they 
had- them ; but this Faagatory is in this life, and 
St.. Auſtin queſtions, whether. there may not be 
ſomething like this, aliquid tale, in the next 
World : that is, that after death Men who loved 
this World too well, may be greatly afflifted for 
the loſs of it ; which is all the Purgatory fire be- 
fore the day of judgment, -that St. Auſtin ever 
thought of; and he was the firſt, that ever 
thought of this ; and yet this is nothing at all 
to a Popiſh Purgatory, as every body will grant. 
So that though St. Auſti» was doubtful, whether 
there. may not be ſome Purgatory puniſhments 
'after death, for thoſe who were too fond of 
this life; that is, whether their leaving this 
World, and going into ſuch a different ſtate, 
where. they can enjoy nothing, - they were fond 
on here, will not greatly afflit and burm- and 
torment their minds, either a longer or ſhorter 
"Ts 2 time 
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time according, ,to" the degree of their-love'to 
this World : yet neither St. Aaftin, nor any ofthe 
Fathers thought , that there was any material. 


Purgatory fre { ſuch. as the Popiſh Purgatory is ) 
full Ts end of the World. I 


Secondly, Another difference: between that fire 
which the Fathers mention, and the Popiſh Par- 
gatory fire, reſpe&s. the perſons, who are to be 
tried in it. For the Fathers taught, that at the 
day of judgment all Men, excepting Chriſt him- 
ſelf, muſt paſs through the fire : not St; Peter, 
nor St. Paul, nay not the bleſffed Virgin herſelf 
excepted. This 1s. expreſly aſſerted by Lai#avti- 
us, Hilary, Ambroſe, and many others. Wemuſt- 
al be tried by Fire, whoever deſires to return in- 
to. Paradiſe, ideo.unus ignem illym fentire/ non po-. 
tuit,. qui elt juſtitia Dei, Chriftus, quia peccatum. 
non . fecit, Chrift ozly,, who is the righteouſ- 
zels of God, and never committed any-fin, eſcapes. 
that fire:: but they believed , that all'- Man- 
kind beſides. mult paſs” through” it,, :that- perfect 
good Men. ſball paſs, unhurtanduntouchied:; "that 
thoſe who are imperfetly good mult. be- purged 
by fire ,.' and ſhall ſuffer by the flames of '1ta 
longer . or ſhorter time, as . their purgation-Fe- . 
Juires; -and that badMen fhallfiok- for ever "mto 
thoſe bottomleſs Lakes.of Fire anJ/Þrinftone:;' ! 

- But the Popiſh” Purgatory is -neither for: very 
od, nor very bad Men. Bad Men immediate-. 

Foo to Hell, and perfet-- Saints aſcend directly 
zato, Heaven withont paſing rhe fire'of ' Purtta- 
| Tn, tory 3: 
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tory which therefore cannot be that fire, the Fa- 
thers ſpeak- of, which the'moſt perfe& Saints muſt 
paſs thorough into Heaven. 


Thirdly, Another difference is, That the Popiſp 
Purgatory Tire 1s not. for purgation ; but the Fire 
at the: Day of Judgmeat, according to the anci- 
ent Fathers, is. I obſerved before, that the Popifh. 


Purgatory is. not to make Men better , for the. 


Souls in Purgatory are perfect 1a all Graces, and 
can neither merit nor {in.; All that they have to 
do in Purgatory is to make fatisfaQtion for that 
temporal puniſhment, which 4s due to their ſins: 
their fins are already pardoned, and their Souls 
are purged.; they perfectly love. God, and are be- 
loved. by him ; 4 4 yet unleſs ME be relieved by 
the Prayers, -and; Alms, and Malle 

they may lie ſeveral. Ages, in Purgatory, bearing 


the puryſhment of their ſins, when they are both. 


pardoned...and., dleanſed from ſin ; which may 
n .a little odd to. 


7 


, : 
-, 


that Chriſt; has, barn the punidhnient, of our. ſins ; 


and who know no.other end of, puniſhments, but 


either to reform, the. finner, or to take vengeance 
an rhcic.igs, (which there 1s, ng..room. for,, when | 


the ig is pardoned. LOU. ans yoke. 
< i L wi C.43 "| y Pp: ”- : 1()33a Gi arti 4 
hi But. pow, tho gh the ancient Fathers do deny, 
that there 15 afiy ;purgation of ſin between Death 


and Judgment ;-but that every.Soul continues in the - 
fame ſtate, wherein Death found 1t,- till the Day- 


of Judgment ;.. yet they. . make the. Fire .at the 
Day of [udgment to be truly Purgatory ; to purge 


s of the living, 


thole, Men, who: remember, 


us. 
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us from all the remains of Corruption , juſt as 
Gold is purged and refined in the Fire: and 
therefore they tell us, that perfe& Souls ſhall 
paſs through the Fire unhurt ; but if there be 
any Lead mingled with our Gold, that muſt be 
burnt and diſſolved before we can paſs through 
this Fire into Heaven: now though this be ve- 
ry unintelligible alſo , how a material Fire can 
purge and refine a Soul, yet it ſhows, how much 
this differs from the Popiſh Purgatory, which burns 
and torments indeed, but does not purge and re- 
fine, and therefore is very improperly called a Pur- 
gatory Fire. x 

. Origen indeed, whom Cardinal Bel/armize, and 
others quote for this Purgatory Fire, as they do 
alſo Plato and Virgil, did believe a Purgatory Fire 
in a true and proper ſenſe; for he believed all 
puniſhments, whether in 'this' World, or in the 
next , were only Purgatory ; that is not meerly 
for puniſhment, but for the correftion and amend- 
ment of thoſe, who ſuffered. - And therefore he 
did alfo believe, that the very worſt of Men, nay 
the Devils themſelves, ſhould at laſt be purged , 
and cleanſed by Fire, and reſtored to a ſtate of / 
happineſs. The ſumm of his Opinion in ſhort 


-was this, That at the Day of Judgment, Chriſt 


will. deſtroy this. World with Fire, as he is ſaid, 
to come in flaming fire, taking vengeance on them, 
that know not God, And this Fire, 'which ſhall 
bura the World at the laſt Day, ſeems to be that 


Purgatory Fire, of which Origen, and ſome other 


Fathers ſpeak. Though T know ſome thought 
Iy this 
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this Fire to be in. the upper Regions, ſoas to in- 
tercept our aſcent into Heaven without paſſin 

through it. This will try all Men; for all muſt 
paſs through this -Fire, as the Ancients. believed; 
and thoſe, who had Hay or. Stubble; or any com- 
buſtible, matter about them , who had any re- 
mains of corruption to be purged away, muſt 
ſtay in it a longer or {horter time , till they were 
thoroughly purged from their fins ; this as you 
have heard,- was the general opinion of the Fa- 
thers, as well as of Origen, and therefore Origer's 
Purgatory Fire is not the Popiſh Purgatory, be- 
cauſe that is not kindled till the, Day of Judg- 
ment. But then Origen thought , that this pur- 


gation extended to the worſt of Men, and'to De-" 


vils themſelves ; that though they might lie. ma- 
- Dy Apes. in. this Fire, before they are perfeftly 
purged , yet they ſhould be purged at- laſt, and 


reſtored to the. favour and' enjoyment of God: 


For which he. was generally condemned by the 
Ancient. Chriſtians, and principally by the Fifth 
general Council. And yet there were other Fa- 
thers, who were in ſome _ tainted with 
this opinion. For there are plain marks of it in 
Gregory Nyſſen, if his works were not corrupted 
by the Origeniſts,. as ſome ſuſpett ; and in'S. FÞe- 
rome himſelf. For though {ſome would not al- 
low of the final” Salvation of Devils, yet they 
believed. this of all Mankind , though - never {0 
wicked ; others thought this muſt be confined to 
all Chriſtians; others to all thoſe Chriftians, 


who were not. guilty of Hereſie or Schiſm, how 
FE - wicked- 


oo 
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theſe Purgatory flames. The Fathers thought, 


wicked Toever they were otherwiſe. Theſe opi- 


nions are rejected and condemned by the Roma- 


. nifts, as well as by-us, and therefore they ought 


not to alledge ſuch Authorities .as theſe, which 
are nothing to their purpoſe. For that there 
will be ſuch a fire at the day of Judgment, does 
not prove, that there is one already kindtkd ; and 
a Purgatory fire, which cleanſes and purges our 
ſins, does not prove, that there is ſuctr a - Parga- 
tory Fire, as is only to punith thoſe, whole ins 
are already pardoned and cleanſcd, 


\ Foarthly, There is another conſiderable diffe- 
rence between this Popiſh Purgatory,. and the fire 
at the day of Judgment ; that there 15 no re- 
demption out of this by the Prayers, and Alms, 
and Maſſes of the living ; which is the moſtcon- 
ſiderable thing in the- Popiſh Purgatory ; and that 
for which TI fear the Church of Rome does prin-. 
cipally value. it. For this ſets a good price up- 
on Indulgences , gives great Authority to their 
Priefts , inriches their Monaſteries, and 1s the 
great ſupport of the Roman Hierarchy. But as 
the Fathers ſay not* one word about. tliis, fo the 
account I have already given of their opintons, 1s 
a demonſtration , that they. could 'not think- of 
any ſuch thing; becauſe this fire 1s not till the 
day of Judgment, and then I ſuppoſe, when we 
all come to be judged, you will grant it 15 too 
late to offer Prayers, and Alms, and Maſſes, for 
the, Redemption of our ſelves or others from 


that 
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that we mult all-undergo-this purgation by fire, 
which . would-be: longer-. or ſhorter ,;as' we:had 
more or fewer ſins-to-he purged: away, and there> 
fore here-can be-'no. place, itor' the fuffrages and 
interceſſions of .the living. According to the Po- 
piſþ DoQrine., thoſe Souls, who are redeemed 
out. of Purgatory ,,mult.;be redeemed before the 
day .of - Judgment;,. and;;thole: who';are not re- 
deemed before, are on courſe redeemed then, for 
the. Roman Purgatory mult end at the day of 
Judgment ; though the Purgatory fire the Fathers 
{peak of, does but begin. then. ig 193, 


Thirdly, This gives occaſion. to. another pbſer- 
vation ; That the ancient , practice of , Praying 
for Souls departed , does not prove that, there is 
a \Popiſh Purgatory or that thoſe ancient. Chri- 
ſians did beleye.,that, there was... That this was 
a very-ancient prattice I readily. grant, as all Men 
muſt. do, who. know: any thing ,of theſe matters, 
and ;yet from, what I have. diſcourſed it-is evi- 
dent, ;that they! never 'dreamt, of; ſuch! a Purgato- 
ry, as. the. Church of ;Rowe has,now:made ag/Ar- 
ticle of Faith -of, . and therefore they could have 
no.. regard -to. the Redemption of Souls out -of 
Purgatory in their Prayers for the dead, becauſe 
they. did not know of any ſuch place; ; '-  /; 11 
.-But..to what original then ſhall ' we. attridute 
this cuſtom of praying for the Dead ? Truly, 
that is:hard to fy : there is not the leaſt foot- 
ſteps gf it.;in- the, Canogical.Scripture, neither.of 
the QF .nor. New Teſtament 4 as i Tertullign 400 
” . Others 
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others'acknowledge ; and when'it firſt came in- 
to:the:Church-ws-'cannoectell : that tender! con- 
cetri Men -liave' for.- tlie -memory of "their dead 
Friends, ' which'the 'Heathens themſelves ſhowed 
in their Oblations and Sacrifices, and funeral Rites 
for- the Dead, ſeetn- to have given occaſion to 
it; and-"thoſe who were converted-.from Paga- 
_ niſm©to Chriſtianity, 'might ſtill' believe, that the 
Dead chalknged /fome partof ouricare and regard , 
which at fir{t was tempered with - a due reſpeQ to 
the Laws of Chriſtianity, but ſoon encreaſed. into 
greater exceſſes, as'' it is the' Nature 'of all 'Su- 
perſtitions to do. Prayers for the Dead ſeem at- 
firſt*to be' uſed only at their Funerals, in time. 
grew: Anniverſary, and were celebrated by their 
_ own-Friends and Relations, not with Songs. 
ry - Sactifices, but; with ſome "offerings \'for the 
relief 68 the Poor + and” thus by-degrecs it cre 
ined! the: ſervice of the Chutch ; 'andat the C 
bratioh: of the Ruchariſt, the Biſhop or Prieſt 
made mention of the names. of Martyrs and.Con- 
feſlors;; and: Biſhops,. and thoſe 'who had deſerve 
well-of "the Charch, - and particular' Chriſtians in 
their -ptivate Devotions, remembred: their own: 
Relations. and Friends; - and thus it became: a 
Cuſtom, without inquiring into the reaſons of it ; 
till. from this vesy cuſtom, people began: ro con- 
elude, that ſuch Prayers, and Commemorations 
were very profitable to the Dead; and that-thok,. 
who had- not 'lived fo well as they ſhould do, 
Might: obtain the-pardon. - of their ſins by the 


Prayers, and Interceſſions. of the living' 


of 
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r : confeſs w4s'a very: _ thought, - arid ſhows 
ns' the-eaſie"-progrefs. of  SupetRtition ; that ca: 
ftoms'taken' up without any good reaſon, 'will find 
ſome reaſon, though-a very bad one, whe they 
your pular, _ Upon this A#rins cc 
the prittice ;/ and-is: *reckatted * among Hereticks 
for it':> Thoughihe only 'defired:to know ; for 
what reaſon 'the- names of dead Men are reci- 
ted in' the 'Celebration of - the Euchariſt, and 
[Ru yers made for" thein'; whether! by this means; 
hoſe,, who died in' fin: might obtain-the pardon 
of their: fins ; - which he thought; if it' were'trite; 
would make it unneceſſary. for Men to: live vers 
tuouſly., if they had good pions Friends , - who 
woul play for them,” when! they are: dead : Epi- 
phanins Aindertakes to confute Mein 5. and” we 
wk read eaſily! perceive dp that"they were tot fo © 
| - about the n' of it, -as'they- were 
in the: ours Had he underſtood- the Þ Popiſh 
Doftrine of Purgatory; how: eaſie hat it-betn-t6 
anſier-it 3<'that« the reaſon" of it was,” that thoſe, 
who' had \died'in a Rate'of' Pardon, but had-nor 
made- compleat fatisfaQtion for the Temporal pu- 
nifhement duets their fins, were 'to undergo this 
puniſhmentin Pu 24 M and that they might be 
felioved and '&&livered - from! Tanga by the 
Prayers and Alms of their living Friends. This 
anFiver no toubt: Epiphazize would have given 
had he known it, but he lays not ore 'word 
of this-matter 5! which is” a-ſtrong- rong- preſumption , 
that he knew: "nokhing of it ;-and' gives ſuch other 


anſwers; as are-no -anſiyer 'to' Afrins, © - 
I '2 trim 
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.: A#rins deranded; what benefit the dead recei= 
ved by: the -prayers of- the liyingz: whether they, 
would obtain for them the pardon of their ſins or 
not ; to this Epiphanivs ſays not- one word, but: 
gives ſuch reaſons for it,.as 'veſpe&t the living,not. 
the:dead. As that it fignifies gur belich, that thoſe 
who are dead to this. World,. do ſtill-live:in another 
State, are alive to.God :. That it ſignifies our good 
hopes of the happy ſtate of thoſe, who.are:gone 
heace,. and to: make, a.diſtindtion, between Chriſt, 
and all other.;good Men;:, For we!,pray, for all 
but - him,; who interceeds for -us all. - Very wor- 
thy. reaſons of praying. for the. dead !, but: how- 
ever , What 15 all this-to. a. Popiſh Purgatory 2 
he : FRO, ficlt, —_— anerly IE "Its 
WAICH, LAME, WAA; ; OPCsS; WE. HAVE OF... 
happy A ea ate. of our, deceaſed ' Seay 
not. that they -are tormented; in. Purgatory, but 
that. they 'reſt inthe, Lord: And ſo does.[the third; 
which declaves, thas they;prayed. forall bur Chrift 
himſelf. For. Patriarghs,, Prophets, Apoſtles, Mar- 
qyrs, and the bleſſed; Virgia her {elf for ©-tho 
Church did , till praying: for theſe Saints-, and 
Martyrs, was.-turned into Prayers-and Supplica- 
tions to.them.; ,and yer l ſuppaſe, no Man, will:fay;, 
| that they prayed; fpr., theſe, Glorious; Saints ,-;r0 
pray them out: of , Purgatory;, when the Church 
of .Rome her ſelf will grant, that, they, were. ne- 
w Thee. or Pol, wg - 3; fs. oy all DE 
_{ SITE, | WETE: IOMEC,; OPLIORS-;/ 1N - EE, alNfient; 
Church, which if they were-nat'the firſt original. of * 


this, cuſtom. of praying -for 'the .Dead,.. yet.were 


made. 
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made: uſe of by the Fathers to explain the meaning 
and-/uſe of (it: Thus: as I have. ſhowed you, the. 


Fathers believed. , that the ſouls of good Men 
after Death. did not immediately aſcend into 
Heaven / but: were detained til} the Reſurection 
of. their Bodies, ina place of Reſt and Happineſs, 


which! they. called Abrahams Boſom, or Paradiſe © 


Now their Happineſs not being .complete, _ they, 
thought it very tit torecommend them'unto God 
in their Prayers,' and beg, God to remember them; 
which ſuppoſes, 'that they were not-in-the im- 


mediate\preſence of God ; for it would be abſurd . 
to. beg God:ito remember- them ,- who conſtant-- 
FA attend his: 'Throne. and Preſence :. And:'there- 


ore [they pray not-for ſouls, who.are tormented 
in Purgatory, but qui dormiunt in ſomno pacis, who 
ſleep in: peace, qui requieverunt in fide, who dying 
in the true" Faith, are gone to Reſt 3. qui. dormi- 
erunt &. quieverunt-.in-fide ,, who, llegpand. reſt 
in-the Faith, as we find.in-the ardcient Laturgies} 


And yet they. pray,..that. God wow/d give them: reſt, Sy. ations. 
by the: water of reſt in. the. boſon of Abraham vich Bib, patrum. 


Iſaac | and. Facob,' that he. would nouriſh. them -in 4 
pleaſant place by the, waters of reſt : that is, That 
he would continue and increaſe this intermediate 
tate of Reſb and: Happineſs to them. :For: they 
did: not: think it improper. to pray. far what. they 


knew , the ſouls departed already . enjoyed ; .. op 


more than;we-do in this State, to, pray for. ſuch. 
bleflings,: as. we. already have... 06 ON 


Another: 


Cyrilli Hiero« 
ſol. liturgia.. 
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© Another opinioty among; then was'.concern- 
ms the M/llexniamor thoutand'' Years Reign with 
Chriſt- on Earth, which was to be' before their 
admiſſion into 'Heaven ,- in' the new Jeruſalem, 
which comes-'down from' Heaven::... Now: du- 
rine theſe thouſand Years'they'thonght, 'that all 
juſt Men ſhould riſe -again/,”. but fome': ſooner, 
and others later according -to their' different me- 
rits, Some at the begining :of the thouſand 
Years, - others two or three: hundred Years-after, 
othets| nearer the conclufion of rhem,' according'to 

Trtwll. comtra their different merits anddeſerts;; as Terrulliam 
Medien. 6.24 _—_— in rm A _ asthe race Mr. _ 
#47 . ty Oblerves, ſeveral pallages in ''their | Prayers d 
Ch 22h Slainly: refer' to this ; As when Terral;an directs 
Tere. de moe. gi; Widow. -to pray for-her Husband, "prime "Re+ 
 !Yſurredtionis conſortivem, a part inthe firſt Refur- 
Anby, dots. FEAION. "And I. Ambroſe prays for Gratian'and 
mVa. -Valentinian, Te queſo, ſumme Deus, ut cariffſimos 
favents mutuwwa' ReſurreZione {ufcites, & reſuſcites : 


with'an\catly 'RefurreQion. "The - may be 
3:41. yacr, ſeen in the Gorhich Afiſſal, © and elſewhere ; ' and 
T. 6. -this I ebink * has' nothing to: do with. the” Popiſh 


, Another _ they had: regard' to .ia their 
prayers for 'the '' dead! was the fire of:the: day of 
Judgment , which they believed: all Men muſt 
paſs thorough, before they could-enter: into Hea- 
ven, and continue' a lor or-ſhorter time in 
it, as they had more or fewer ſins to purge a- 
way : And therefore this laſt and terrible Judg- 
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ment being yet to come, they prayed, that God 
would forgive their fins ; and be Ln be to them, 
 and- deliver them in the day of Judgment , of 
which there are ſome remains 'ſill tt the Roman 
Offices for- the Dead. 

. Thus according to Mens different opinions , 
they- had different intentions in their prayers for 
. the dead, which is a fign, ' as''T obſerved: be- 
fore, that though they were agreed in the'pra- 


Qtice, the original reaſons of this prafice were. 


not known, but Men gueſſed at them, as they 
'could, and altered their reaſons, as they changed 


Hence it is , that S. Auſtin and'S. Chryſoftom,. 


though they never dreamt: of a Popiſh: Purgato- 


tory , yet ſpeak very differently of. theſe-matters . 
from thoſe, - who went before: them: For in. 
their days they began to call upon the Saints, and. 


to beg their help, and then- S. Avflin thought-it 


very 1mp * to pray, for thoſe, . whoſe: help - | 
known faying of his,.. 'Fhathe: is injurious to a. 


they themſelves ex 


Martyr', who prays for him. Herice he: makes . 


three diftinQtions- of | ſouls departed,. which the 
Church. never heard of before. . From whence 
I-doubt-not, bue-the. Church of. Rome learnt 


their diftinQions, and accordingly allotted - three - 


different: States. for theſe three ſorts - of; Men, 


Heaven, . Purgatory ,. and Hell.. For S. Auſtin - 


taught, that: ſome were ſo perfetly good, that 
there was. no need of Prayers or Oblations for 
them. ;. others. imperfeQtly good ;- and for: theſe, . 


Prayers. 
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prayers were. profitable ; others very- bad; - who 
cannot be redeemed by. the ſuffrages of the living. 
The. firſt. of. theſe the Church of Rome: place-in 
Heaven, ithe ſecond..in Purgatory , the third in 
Hell ; and let us firſt ſee, whether S. Auſtin were 


of that mind ;: for if he were not;, they cannot 


.prove a Purgatory: from him, whatever becomes 


of his prayers for the dead. -- : | 
Now it is evident, that Saint Auſtin was of 


the. fame mind with thoſe Fathers, who went 


before him, concerning the ſtate of ſouls depar- 
ted.;. viz, that none were: received into Heaven 
till the Reſurreftion ; as he expreſly : affirms of 
all. ſouls, -that' during the. time between death,” and 
the laſt Reſarredtion, they. are kept in hidden recep- 
tacles.. He, divides the Church into two parts, 
that, which..is ſtill, 0n..Earth, or that, which after 
death-refts. in the: fegret receptacles and ſeats of 
ſouls. Which: he calls' Abraham's Boſom,, and 
teaches, that all -departed- ſouls, either, rejoyce in 


Abrahapm's Bolom:, or; are-.tormented in| eternal 


Fire ;.,Afd;;that,þy: Hbrahams; Bolom. he., does 
not. mean, Heaven ;.;is -evideat from. Wage 
elſewhere. ſays; that' though after this -life. we 
ſhall: not go / to that place, where. the Saints 
ſhall ;be,..when, it ſhall he.faid to them, Come ze 
bleſſed of my Father, receive the Kzngdom' prepa- 
red far you, from the foundations of the world, - (whuch 
he repreſents as the.common belief of all Chriſti- 
ans, for he ſays , .. quis neſcit ? Who knows not 
this 2.).. yet we may, be there, where Dives ſaw 
Lazarus at reſt, wiz.; in Abraham's Bolom'; 
| iB 
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in ills requie certs ſecarns,expetFabis judicit diem , lm, Trafto, 
in that reſt you will ſecurely al the day of #'* £7 Jeon. 
Judgmeat. | | | 


So that though S. Auf; thought, that:ſome ſouls 
were ſo good and perte&, that there was no need 
to pray for them, yet he did not think, that the 
molt perfett ſouls aſcended immediately into Hea- 
ven, as the Church of Roxze now teaches; but 


were happy and at reſt in Paradiſe or Abraham's 
Boſom till the ReſurreQtion. 4p 


Nor did he think, that thoſe for whom he 
lays our prayers are available, thole who are 
imperfeQly good, did after this life go into Pur- 

atory , . there to bear the puniſhment of. their 
ins. For what S. A«ftiz thought of Purgato- 
ry » you have already heard, which has no- 
thing-like a Popiſh Purgatory in it. He prayed 
for his Mother: Monica, that God would for- 
ve her all her ſins, and ſhow mercy to her ; 
i] he believe then, that his Mother was in Pur- 
gatory ? by no means ; for he expreſly ſays, & 
credo, jam feceris quod te rago, ſed wvolunta- 
ria oris met approba domine. IT believe, thou haſt 
already done, what I now pray for , but accept O 
Lord the free-will offerings of my mouth. He believed 
his Mother was in a ſtate of reſt; but hoped, 
that God would accept his pious affeRion for 
his Mother, and that ſhe. was not yet ſo per- 
fea, but ſhe might. receive ſome benefit by it. 
To be ſure the Church of Rowe can never re- 
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concile this 


teach, . that Haw em not pardoned in Pargaatey, 


but thoſe , who are pardoned before - they die, 

fuffer the temporal puniſhment of their ſins. in 

Purgatory 3. whereas S. &vfiiw- does not Pray, ' that 

his Mather may be delivered from the. pains. 

- Purgatory , but that God would forgive her 
ns. 


'The truth is, S. fz=ftis was at '2 great loſs" be- 
| tween vindicating the ancient practice of - the 
Church in m—_— for Souls departed ,, and gi- 
ving a reaſonable and juſtifiable account of it : 
the Church did pray for Souls. departed, and rhere- 
fore. there muſt be ſome reaſon gwen of- itz, or 
ele theſe Prayers are: vain and hypoeritical, if they. 
ſerve no good end. And yet in his days they be-. 
gan to think , and he himfelf was of that mind, 
that there were. a great |\many Saints and Martyrs, . 
who did not want their . Prayers.;' who - were fit- 
ter to be Intereeflots.themſclves for thoſe on 'Earth, 
than to receive'any 'benefit from their Interce{ 
fions > and yet the many for all ; for the 
moſt perfect Saints, for the Apoſtles and Mar--. 
tyrs, and the bleffed .Virgin her felf.. This he. 
knew not howto reconcile, | but by ſaying, 'That 
when the Church prayed for Saints. and Mar-- 
tyrs, Prophets-and Apoltles, the meaning of her . 
Prayers was .not to-intercede. with God for them, 
but to praiſe God for-their Graces and Vertues; . 
but when ſhe prayed for meaner Chriſtians, her 
Prayers were. Iatercefſions for Pardon. and Reſt. 
to . 
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to their Souls ; and yet they were all prayed for 
in the- ſame form of ' words, and the ancient 
Church made [no ſuch diftinQtion between them ; 
and thus he'reconciles the matter by expounding 
the- ſame words' to two different and contrary 
fenſes-5 as they ate; applied to different ſubjeQs, 
which has taught the'Church of Rome , when 
- occaſion ſerves,- to ſdften-her Prayers,” by expoun- 
ding them contrary to the plain and natural fig- 
.nifcatida'df the words : that the 'moſt -dire& 'and 


Formal | Prayers to: Saints and- the Virgin for all 
Temporal and Spiritual Bleffings, when they pleaſe, 
ſhall lignifie no more than a bare Ora pro nobis, Pray 

for us. = 


About this rime'S. Chryſoftom alfo,- inthe Greek 
Church, defended rhis praQtice of Praying for 
the Dead ; and yet the DoQtine of Pargatory ne- 
ver was received in the Greek Church, as ap- 

rs fromthe Council of Florence ; which is a 
plain fign, That though the Rowan DoQtors think 
they bive proved Purgatory , if - they can but 
prove, that the ancient” Church uſed to Pray 
for the Dead, ( which no' Body denies) yet the 
Greek Church did not, and does not to this day, 
think this'#' good conſequence ; for they Pray or 
the' Dead, - but deny .a' Popifh Purgatory. - Which 
ſhows, that though they prayed for the Dead, they 
did it for other reaſons, than the Church of Rome 
-NOW does. 4 Uf | 
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And yet- S. Chry/oftom . does , not agree with 
S. Auſtin in that Sihinftion he makes of Souls 
departed, which ſhows that there was no certain 
tradition. about this matter, but: Men of Wit and 


Learning framed differeat Hypotheſes and Schemes 


'of things to themſelves, as they thought, they could 
beſt give an account of this practice : For this was 


the thing both S. Auſtin and S. Chryſoſtow were 
intent; on, ; to juſtifie - the practice of the Church, 
ſo that their: Prayers for the Dead might 'not be 
thought vain and hypocritical. 


But whereas S. Auſtiz diſtinguiſhes Souls depar- 
ted into three orders; thoſe, who are ſo ongs 


:good, that they need. not. our Prayers ; others, leis 
perfect. to whom our-Prayers are beneficiat; and 


a third ſort ſo wicked that their eſtate is irrecovera- 
ble, and fo paſt the relief of our Prayers ; S.Chry/s- 
om mentions but two ſorts, ſincere good Chriſtians; 
and Infidels, and ſuch as: die without Baptifm, and 


bad Chriſtians, whom he; places in the ſame rank. 


As for the firſt, he expreſly tells us, that after 
Death they are -in a ſtate of Reſt and Happineſs, 
and upon . this very account condemns thoſe ex- 
travagant expreſſions of forrow- at their Funerals.; 


' and therefore he- never-thought of a Popiſh Pur- 


gatory ;z for I think we have great reaſon. to la- 


ment thoſe, who are in Purgatory, a place of tor- 


ment, though not Hell. As for others, he thinks, 
they deſerve our Sorrow and Compaſſion , and 
Prayers. and Alms, not that this can deliver them 

| | | out 
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out of the ſtate of the damned, but that he- 


thought it gave ſome little eaſe and relief to their 
-torments.”” 'And this was 'not 'only the ſenſe of 


S.Chry/oftom,that the damned themſelves were eaſed 


by the- Prayers of the living, but S. Auſtin ſeems 
to be of the' fame mind, when he fays, that the 


plena fiat remiſſio, ant tolerabilior ſit ipſa damna- 
tio ;- to obtain perfect forgiveneſs, or to 'make 
damnation it ſelf more tolerable. And I think 
 what- Baſil of Seleucia relates concerning Thecla, 
That by her Prayers ſhe obtained the Soul of Fal- 
conilla, who died a Pagan, ſignifies, that he belie- 
ved ſomething more than this ; that the Prayers 
of the living may not only eaſe the torments of the 
damned, but deliver them out of Hell it {elf, 


Now this the Church of Rome believes. no more 
than we do. 'They reject all the reaſons for which 
the Ancients prayed 'for the Dead, and have in- 
vented ſome new reaſons, which rhe ancient Fa- 
thers never- thought of, iz. to Pray Men out of 
Purgatory : and therefore though they ſtill Pray 
for the Dead, and we do not; yet they no more 
Pray for the Dead, in the ſenſe. of the ancient 
Church, than we do : however, IT think, from 
hence'it appears, that- they cannot prove a Popiſh 
Purgatory from the praQtice of the ancient Church 
in Praying for the Dead ; which is all I intended 
to. prove. at this time. | 
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"KI. Defiring the Interceſſrons :of the bleſſed, 5s 

more Fepor ſition, , and derogatory £0 onr 

Lord's Mediatorſbip, thaw. intreating the 
.Prajers of holy Men Militant. | 


 'This I anſwered, Was as plain.;in Scripture, 4s 
that Chriſt. is our only Mediator in Heavey , who 
alone -( like the high Prieſt under the Law, who was 
his Type ) is admitted into the. Holy of Holies, to 
nake-expiation, und tointerceed for #s. — The 
Jſumm of what we teach about this matter is this: 


' That we muſt worſhip none but God, and therefore 


-wnſt not Pray to Saints and Angels, a5 Our Savi- 
our teaches; "Thou ſhalt —_ the Lord: thy 
God, and him only ſhalt thou ſerve. That there 
is but one Mediator between God 'and man, the 
man -Chriſt Jeſus; «ud therefore we muſt not make 
amore Mediators to our felves, nor put our truſt. in 
the Interceſſion of Saints and Angels. Thus far we 
'have plain Scripture proof; und then we think cone- 
mon ſenſe teaches ms the reft: That ut is an. injury 
#0 ax Only Mediator to ſet mp other Mediators 
with him. That good Men on Earth are not Me- 
diators, but Supplicents, which is mo encroachment 
on Chriſt's Mediatonſbip ; and that Saonts ug Hee- 
ven according to the Church of Rome, Pray as Me- 
dixtors and Interceſſors, who appear in the pre- 


| ſence of God for. us; and this. is not reconcilable with 
Chriſt's Onely Mediatorſbip in Heaves. | 


To 
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To this qur Author: anſwers, Page 7. It ir not 
at all. iv Saoifture,. that our Saviour is our only- 
Mediator of tatereeſfon ; | thevefaxe this propoſition 
£5 nat plaim\ there... If futh an only Mediatox(bip of 
Interceffion be- plain. in Sexipture, it had beew caſi 
and kind to have named ſuch a plain S crtpkuze... Vet: 
none is brought,  uwiefs the a weank., . Thou 
thalt worſhip, the: Lord thy: God,. &c: | for [uch a 
one. Truly 1 ſee. not how he can deduce from it 
any thing tohis purpoſe, till it appear, that all.Pray-- 
er is Devina Worſtip; or that we Pray to Saints juſt: 
4 we ae to (Ged. This 1s all his anſwer . and I 
thiok, Lmight touft.. every ordinary Reader with 
i withoytiany eply:; but I muſt. be.ciwil to our 
Author ;. 4nd rherefare will try, if I can. make him : 


The  Raader will cafily ſee,: Fhat that Text, 
Thou fhalt 'wanſhip #be Lord' thy God.,, and what 
he has-.congeanled in an, Oc. as if he were afraid: 
ta\'lat his. own. People, who. poſſibly may read- 
bis Rook, knaw what follows,. axd. him only ſhalt 
then ferue,, was never intended to -prove, .that 
Ehrilt js- eur ox/y: Mediator. of Iuterceſſion.'. The 
pracf I infift- an, is in 1 Timothy, 2. 5. . There 
i one Gad, aud one mediator between God and men... 
the Men Chriſt: Jeſus... But fays--our Author, this 
 daes not prove, .that- there. is :but .one Mediator 
of. Intererſpor... Rut why. does it. not prove this ? ' 
E.a Mediator of Intercefſion: a Mediator ?-if he - 
be, and there.be but.. one Mediator , then there 

, it, 


_— LA 


he — 


wH 6 | 4 Sumwiary of the Controverſies between the 


—— 


\ 


diators among the Heathens. 


is but one Mediator 'of Interceſſion ; for there 


 jsbiit one. Mediator in all. As- for his diſtin&ti- 
on between a Mediator of Redemption and In- 


terceflion; there -is no luch diftinion to be found 
in Scripture ; .and therefore* when'S. Paul aſſerts 
without. any diſtiattion, that there is but oxe 
Mediator, T1. think we. have. reaſon+to do ſo too ; 
for if we admit of unſcriptural diſtinftions , I 
know'no "Article. of our Faith,” but what may 'be 
diſtinguiſhed away. © — Lark 


When the Apoltle ſays, There is but one God, 
why may-not-a Heathen diſtinguiſh upon this; 
That it is vety'true, there is but ohne Supreme: and 
Sovereign God , though there are many inferior 
Deiries; as well as-a Papiſt ſay, Thar there is but 
one Mediator indeed of Redemption, but there ma 
be many Mediators of Intercefſion ? For bot 


- here, and in I Cor. 8. 5.- The Apoſtle makes 


Chriſt the one Mediator, juſt 'as God is the one 
God, and that ſure ſignifies the only God, and the 
only Mediator. For though there be, that are called 
Goas, whether in Heaven, or in Earth, ( as there be 
Gods many, and Lords many ) but to us there is but 
one God the Father, of whom are all things, und we 
in him ;” and one Lord Jeſus Chriſt, by w% 34 are all 
things, and we by him. Where, as one God is op- 
poſed to the multitude of Heathen Gods, ſo one 
Lord, or one Mediator ( as Baalim and Lords ſig- 
nified, thoſe mediating powers between the Gods 
and Men, is oppoſed ro the many Lords and Me- 
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Indeed: as there: 1s no foundation im Scripture 
for [this diftiattion .between' a ' Mediator of Re- 
demption : and Interceſſion, 1o there is 'no'-fenſe 
in it; for the office of a Mediator, conſidered as 
a' Mediator , .' conlifts: wholly! in |Interceſſion;; 

- whence his authority and '1ntereſt 'to | ntercede 
ariſes ,. is. of another conſideration : and therefore 

S. John diſtinguiſhes between - Chriſt's '' being 

an Advocate for us, and a Propitiation for our 

fins\, 1 John 2. I, 2. if any mas fin, we have 
an Advocate: with the Father ' Jeſus Chriſti the 
righteous. And he is the Propitiation for our.ſins. 

Chriſt is our only Redeemer , who has bought 
' us with his .own Blood ; but to be:our Re- 

deemer,'.:and:to: be our Medmtor and- Advocate 

are two things: by the: Conſtitution and Ap- 

intment of. God. both theſe are united in one 
perſon ;. that he who is our only Redemer, is 
-our ' only.i Advocate : alſo; + but yet to-:redeem” 
with his Blood, ' and: to_ intercede with chis' Fa 
ther for us; differ'as, the death. of | the: Sacri- 
fice doth from the-: interceſſion” of .the Prielt. 

To Redeem and make Atonement 'for our ſins 

by ſhedding his .Blood upon the: Croſs , is not 

his.\Interceſſion. for 'us 3; and: to //intercede for 
us in. Heaven is not to redeem us by ſhedding 
- his Blood , though he intercedes | in - yertue of 
his Blood. So that though. Chriſt be our Res 
deemer, yet conſidered. as our Mediator, and Ad- 
wocate, his.mediation conſitts w in;his Interceſ= 
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ſion: for -us ;::; And therefore: to .ſay;,..that.thers 
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3s one Mediator, and one Interceffor is the ve- 
Ty {ame thing.''- Suppoſe then the Apoſtle: had 
{aid , - there: 15 'one; God, and one Interceſſor be- 
tween God and Men, the man Chriſt Fefus ; 
would this bave .proved;, that .chere; are no- 
'Mediators::of :Interceflion - bit. only Chriſt 2' Or 
would-:they ſhill ſay , that: there is an” Inter- 
ceſſor of Redemption, . and: Interceſfors.of Inter- 
_ and yet that there is but - one Inter- 


.\, But beſides: thiis,:«this: vety diftincion between 
2 Mediator. of 'R X10n. ,-\ahd' a Mediator 
of pure Interceſſion,/ that 'is', fuch a Mediator 
—R—__ Fig? _—_— mreterranbays Sacrifice,, 
and” a iator,: :who/intercedes. only. 7ers,. 
the Analogy both of the Old and New Teſtament. 
For /as:there 1s/.no- Remiſſion or Expiation,  {o- 
there is: no mediation without: Bldod.- - For: to. 
axdiate- ard; 1ntercede;: is not: merely to pray: for 
another; i but it {zghikes; a Miniſterial authority; 
w.apply the vertues and merits of a Sacrifice. 


__ Thus it was under the Eaw-of Moſes ti The: 
High: Prieft was che Mediator; or. as the {Apo- 

ftle ſpeaks, every Ebgb Prieft taken from amony 
wen ,. ts orduined for men in things. pertaining. to: 
God , that' be. may | offer both gifts and Sathiftces: 

for fins. Heb. 5, ».' Fhus. he mediates byroffer- 
mg Gifts. an Sactrifiees ,- by making: Atonement: 
and Expaation of din. And n& Man has autho- 
| | rity; 
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ras taketh this. hongqur. ta. 
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| without the Atonement and. Expiation of $acri- 


fice ; there can be no mediation but in 'vertue of 
the Sacrifice-; ; .and therefore there can be no Me-* 
diator, but he who offers the: Sacrigce , which 


confines mediation to the Sacerdotal Office. And 
therefore if we have but one High Prieſt, there 
can be but one. Mediator alſo between God and 
Man. +: 


But that we may r rity inadetiend | this mat-. 


ter, and be able to di ih betwen the* pray- 
ers of good - Men, for, themſelyes and' for A 
other, - and the interceſſions of a. Mediatot;” 


maſt diſtin&ty; Fa & Tho vertve” "of the' Moly . 


fice,- the prayers . of. the. people; ;- and the "Tn. 
terceſſion of 3 rieſt ,- all: which muſt concur 
to an effeftual- Prayer , to '6btain our requeſts, 
and deſires of God. "Thus it was in the Moſai-' 
cal: Lay... -The. Sacrifice, was ſlain anihrad of.the 
ſianer,, 50d op, to. bear the puniſſiment! of fit; and 
wikous, ſaedgas g of 'blood thefe 'was nv; remiſſi-" 

Prayers could not expiate | fin” withour a Sa- 
critiew: a ang, therefore. cyen , in ,the-time*of the! 
Patriarchs an. Altar, which is fot” - Sacrifice 5 was: 


the place of their Devotions. © Thus Noah , as Geneſ. 8.26 


ſo0n- as he. came.out of the Ark*+ built an Altar, 
and. offered Sacrifice. to, God. Thins wefrequent-' 
us read,. haw Abraham ipÞ 8. \Ttavels SO 


:Since there: ., 
is no- remiſfion of fins withour” Sag Stood, | 
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he made any ſtay, built an Altar unto the Eord',” 
and. calcd - upon the name of the Lord 5 that 'is;, 
he ,gfzred Sacfthces and Prayers 'to God.  Fhe- 
like we' tread of T1/aat and* Facob So that an 
Altar was the place of their ſolemn Devotions; 
that.1s, they of T7” 

in; verrue of a Sacrifice.” '* For finners mult not go. 
direaly ta God without the Atonement and 'Ex- 
piation of a Sacrifice. | 


Hence under the Law, white -the Prieſt of-- 
fered the Sacrifice , the people offered up their 
prayers:ta God to aſcend together with the. Sa- 
crafice. ; . agd therefore thoſe, who lived*1n-places 
remote. from Jeruſalem, which was the'only place * 
of Sacrifices ; .ar thoſe who could 'nor attend- the - 
daily Sacrilices jg the Temple, yer- were to, ob- 
ſerve the time of; offering, their Sacrifices;, for the 
time of their Prayers : Whence it is thar the time 
of offering the Sacrifice is called al{d, he howr of” 
Prayer. | , oy ; | OW 1 Pryity C 
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" Thus the people. were'to offer 'a Sacrifice fer” 
ſin, ,and to offer up their prayers in vertue' of: 
the Sacrifice ; . but. then neirher their prayers nor- 
their Sacrifice were acceptable 'to God ,- unleſs 
they, were offered - by. the Prieft”: ” who' ſprinkled 
the blood © of ' the Sicrifice "upon the Altar to 
make Atonement ; and ofered: Incenfe as an em-. 
blem..of their prayers ; To which the Pfalmiſt' 


% 


alludes.” Let my prayer be ſer before thee as Incenſe; 
azd the lifting np of my. hands, as the evening Sa- 
| NT OR crifice. 
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crifce. And therefore the- Evangeliſt obſerves , _ 
that the -whole multitude of the people were praying Luke 1. 10: 


without at- the time of Incenſe :- that their prayers 
might aſcend as Incenſe.” bs | 


Thius we expreſly read in the Book of the Re- 
velations, of Az Angel, who floed at the Altar, 


having a golden Cenſer, and- there was given unto- 
him much incenſe, that he ſhould offer it with the pray-- 
ers of all' Saints upon the golden Altar, which was- 
before the Throne ; and the frooks of the Incenſe, which Revel. 8. 3,4 


came with the prayers of the Saints, aſcended be- 
fore God out of the Angels hand.. 0 

Which expreſly applys theſe legal Types to 
the ſtate of the Goſpel, that great Sacrifice and: 


great High Prieſt, who preſents our prayers to- 
God. The death of Chrift upon the. Croſs was: 
the Sacrifice for all our ſins; in vertue-of this. 
Sacrifice we pray to God ;: but Chriſt our: great: 


High- Prieſt, is now aſcended into Heaven to: 
preſent himſelf before his Father, to offer his 


own blood, and in vertye of that ,. to. offer- our 


prayers to him. This isthe work of a; Mediator: 


and High Prieſt, not ſo much to pray for us, as. 


to offer up our prayers to God, ig the vertue and 


of his own Sacrifice, and with the autho-- 


—_ 1 | with tl 
rity of a heavenly Mediator and High Prieft: 
* Now this plainly ſhows: the differencs be- 


tween the prayers of good: Men for themſelves and: 
one another, -and the Intercefſion of a - Mediator. . 


Good 
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Good:men are humble ſwpplicants, bur: they. of: 
- fer. up. their .prayers..to Gad,, not in. their own 
| name, but by. the. hands of their great High. 


Prieſt, and in the merits of his. Sacrifice. which 
is ſubordinate to the mediation of Chriſt, and 
as.conſiftent withit,: as the prayers of the people 
under the: .Law. were with the Atonement and. 
Expiation . made by the. Prieſt, who: offered the 
Blood of the Sacrifice, and the Incenſe to God. 
The work of a. Mediator is to preſent -our Pray= 
ers. and Petitions, and. to. give. value and < 
cacy to them, and. therefore we. muſt. pray our. 
ſelves, we muſt put up. our Petitions .to God, , 
or our Advocate and Mediatgr cannot preſent 
them; but is it injurious to the Office: of an 
Advocate, that we draw- up a Petition ,, which 
he. is. to. preſent to. our King? So. that, the: pray- 
ers. of goad Men. for each other 1s. no. encroach- 
ment- upon the. Office of a Mediator ;- for our 
prayers. for: others, as well as for our ſelves 
mult. be offered ta God. by the hands-'of 'our 


- 


"And this ſhowsallo, | that to delire the prayers 
of good. Mea, on, Karth .is na deragatiom from: 


i 


_ the. Tnrercelſian, of: Chrilt :. for, we. anly. delirs 


them. to,',joyn, with us; in, our Petition, ; juſt,'a 
if we:{hould. Sale ſams. perſons of war b and, 
(cribe our Pet 


note to ſubſcr tion to our Prince, 
which.1s no. injury to-our:Advocate, who prefents 


it, For-they are-two Giſigrent £DiBEREa blcrbe 
"TAGRs.-.; 


And 


- 


a Þctation, and ta-preſent; ittoquy, 


> 


—_ 
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cefſron for them. Under the Law, the atonement 
and” :expiatibn: of” the Prieſt was always: valid 
to 'all- rhe | interits and purpoſes of the Law , 
tha 'i5-, to an external and lepal purity ; mach 
fmore'is the mediation of Chrift ' eFe&tual ; for 
if it ever ttiifcartied, he couldnot bethe objeRt 
of our Faith 'atid hope. A ſupplicanc may 
heartily defire our (good ; *but'onc Mediator, 'by 
vertue of his office obtains all the peritions and 
prdyers he preſents, and every body ſees, that 
thee twoare very confiftent. 


But though'to defire the prayers of - good Men 
for us on- Earth do not gderogate from the In- 
tercefſion of Chriſt ; yet to flie to' the aid of 
Saints in' Heaven does. ' ' For that makes thenr 
our Advocates an Interceffors,, not our fellow 
Supplicants,, whereas there's but one Mediator 
ia Heaven, who appears in the preſence 'of "Gott 
for us.;. as. under the Law .only the High Prieſt 


Ca * F * 
4 


could enter* intg” the Holy of Holes, which was 


a Type of Heaven; and did prefigure” thar greafis. for fo 
apiſts pro- 
| his own Blood. : | nar $a 


High Prieſt, who was to aſtend into Heaven with 
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I am ſure the Church. of Rowe does not look 
upan the Saints in; Heaven to be our fellow ſup- 
plicants, .as good Men on Earth ate, but to be 
our Advocates. and Interceſfſors, -and. then they 
are Intercefſors in Heaven, where: none but the 
High Prieſt was to intercede, and they. are Inter- 
ceſlors without a Sacrifice, . which is contrary to 
the Analogy . both -of .the Old and New Teſta- 
ment. For we have no more. Interceflors, than 
Prieſts ; and. we havye.but one High Prieſt, who 
is aſcended: into Heaven, anc appears in the pre- 
ſence of God for us. - And if interceſſion be an- 
nexed to the Prieſthood, I deſire to know, how 
the Virgin Mary comes to be ſo powerful a Me- 
diatrix, and Adyocatreſs; for we never heard of 
any ſbe-HighPrieſt before. | 


'This is anſwer enough to what he intimates, 
that defiring the Interceſſions of 'the bleſſed is not 
more ſuperſtitious auti--derggatory to our Lord's 
Mediatorſhip, than intreating the Prayers of holy 
Men - Militant ; For to pray for one another in 
this World is as conſiſtent with the. mediation 
of Chriſt , as to pray for our ſelves; | but the 
Intercefſions of Saints for us in Heaven is incon- 


diſtent with the only Mediatorſhip of Chrift. 


. But praying to Saints in Heaven.,. which he 
modeſtly calls 'Defiring the Intercefſions of the bleſ- 


_ ſeq, 1s of a-different conſideration, and- more in- 


jurious to God, than to a Mediator, ' conſidered 
__oaly 
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only as our Mediator. For prayer is an a& of 
worſhip peculiar and. appropriate to. God', -and 
therefore not due to our- Mediator himſelf, if he 

were not God, We muſt pray to God in the 

name of our Mediator, ' and preſent our Petitions 

to God. by him, but if our Mediator were not 

God, we muſt not pray to him; and: thus they 

are injurious to our only Mediator, when they 

pray © God in any other name, and expe to 

be heard for the ſake -and merits of any other 
Mediator, but :only-Chriſt, as they always do on 

the Feftwals of their Saints : but 'to-pray to 

Saints alſo is an additional crime-;' it is giving 

the peculiar worſhip of God to creatures; which 

I told him was expreſly forbid by our: Saviour, 

Thou fbalt. worſhip the Lord "thy God ,, and- hing Sec the 0b- 
only ſhalt thou ſerve. But ( ſays -our Au» at + oo 
thor) I ſee not, how he. can deduce from it { this Pan 1: ans 
laſt Text:)- any thing to his purpoſe , till it ap- %* — 
Pear ,. that. all Prayer 4s Divine worſhip, or that refine azeiaf 
we pray 10 Samts juſt as wedo to Goa. But now mae. Protefiex Po- 
thinks, till hemake the contrary appear; it is very 7 + 
much to.the purpoſe. Fer prayer 1s appropriated 
to. God m Scripture , s all Mankind” have 


thought prayer- an att of religious worſhip, and 
have } been ableHo diſtinguiſh : between a religi- 
ous prayer, and begging an Alms,.; or making any 
requeſt . to our :carthly _ Prince , or Parents, or 
Friends; and if our Author does not underſtand 
this, I have«directed him inthe Margin, where he 
may be better informed. kd 04 3a 
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XI.,  Fobeandng rhe Croſes the Reliques and 
Repreſentations of 'ow Lord and his 
Samts, with that degree of Reverence, 
as- we do the Goſpels, { commonly kifſed 
and ſworn by ) Altar, 8H her ſacren 

- Utenſils 4s, Wolarry. - 


This 5 told him was ill repreſented; for thoſe 
who charge them with Idolatry .in worſhipping 
the Crofs, "and Reliques, /and Images, - charge 
them alſo with ptving: fore religious' Hbnours 
and Worſhip to them, | than ' that external re- 
fpet; which we allow to the Goſpels,” and re- 
ligious Utenſils, - as - both [the Decrees of their 


'- Councils, © and the. vitible omT_ of Their 


- - Church' proves. 


7 


To this our Authorteplics Oar: eneral Comm- 
ents tell Proteſtants we pay wo '0ther howon? to any 
 rredinye,' thin what? \ than ſuch 'an external re- 
as is due to the Bible? 1 mever heardbv- 

__, that they made the Bible che obje& vficheir 
gen but I am ſure ſome, [which they call 

eral "Countils, have defined che Worſhip 'of 
Frage and- — witneſs Me ſecond ! Cotun- 
of: Niee, the 'Conncil of Treawr. 'It'/is 
—— me-, that at this time of: day, he 
can 'think-to irnpoſe 'Qpon Proteſtants with 'fack 
fhams. - _ = —_— read the DoTvizes uyd 
Prattices of t urch of Roftve #uly- yepreſonted, 
the Anſwer to Monſieur de Meavx, or to Pit Proe 


teſting 
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fin JP Prateflant Popery, nor the: indication. 


the Si cabfout arulyrepricf, ting abs Dodrines and 
Praf#icgs of Whe:Churdof Rome! in auſtver to tha 
firſt. and fecond Sheets, of the. ſecond Part, 'of the 
Papi Miſrepreſevecs and. Repreſented, Is our Au- 
thor than one af thoſe, who, are employed fome 
times t9 db 2: lire: ind. at; Wriging;; but: ace not 
permitted t0- read any: of ous - Books,/ dug 1ichat 
and when. their Superior pleaſe? This gives an 
account; of that Myſtery how they can {6 con- 
Rey ures ſuch. chi Ty as all the. Wood now 
gs Bs or poor Mean, they know. no: better; 
what ſome io; uncharitably: call impudence, is 
only ignorance, 


He proceeds. Thern Tet: and: Homily call the 
honour we pay to ſacred perſons and things, Idola- 
try. We muſh either” then. challenge Proteſtants, 
t9; prove this.' propoſition, or concude. them _ 
Lluxppiators.. We know, mhat we profeſs and 
proftiſe t0::by 98; the Catbolick Church teaches, we 


bear aw. Detrine: and Prattice confidently ſaid, 'and 


folewnly \(ubſcribed to: be Tdolatry. |  Shre then. we 
Way CONGIAPs that: P. noteft ants beliewe: the £2 att- 


03, and decent it is, that they. give a reaſon of 4 
Faith ſo injurious to the Catholick C hurch, or and 


armed Femure Fai D1fis 


T mak my: co ; thas h 
hes: oy i ke rod, o ape thi = 


Dn 1 op nt read Atguments;! whereby ſbme 
IJ GREY atlealt as-they 
appre- 


__ 
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apprehend: 'for me-thinks had he known thefe 
proofs,: he ſhould - firſt. have anſwered them be- 
fore he . had called for more; but'I afſure him, 
it.: will .be an eaſier task to conclude them Ca- 
lumaiators, than to undertake to anſwer them, and 
therefore if he be wiſe let him tick to that ; if 
they believe and-prattife, as the Church of Rome 
teaches, ( which in defiance of common ſence, he 
will call the Catholick Church) I am ſure they give 
another .kind of honour to the Croſs, and Reliques 
and Images, thanto the Bible; but if he thinks, 
that: the" 'Catholick Church always taught what 
the Church: of [Rome now teaches, -I would deſire 
him to _ a late Diſcourſe intituled ; The An 
tiquity of the Proteſtant Religion concernivs Images; 
which Yan better are * py 7. oh 


But ſince he calls: ſo--xmportunately for proofs, 
it may be thought we uncivil. to-deny him ;: and 
theretore I ſhall briefly repreſent -to him therea- 
ons, why ſome Proteſtants have charged. the. 
Church: of. Rome with. Idolatry” in 'worſhip- 
ping the Croſs, Sou and-{hall be very 
glad for the ſake of the Church: of Rome to ſee 
them well anſwered. | : 


They lay their charge inthe fecond-Eom- 
mandment, which forbids the worſhip of Images, 
and all repreſentative' objeQs,-:and fay that the 
words are fo large as to'comprehend all manner 
of: Images, which are: ſet. up for” worſhip, that 
the! Law; expreſly torbids without-any' dfiliieti. 


/ 
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on of the end and intention of doing it, all external 
as of adoration, as bowing down to them or 
before them : that it does not meerly forbid the 
worſhip of Images as Gods; for the Heathens 
themſibves were never fo ſenſeleſs as to believe 
that their Images of Wood or Stone, or Silver 
or Gold, were Gods, but only viſible repreſen- 
tations of their inviſible | Deities. . That it does 
not only forbid the worfhipof the: Images of Hea- 
then Gods, but of the Lord Jehovah ;" for the 
reaſon whereby Moſes enforces this commandment 
is, that they ſaw no ſimilitude on the day, that the 
 Eord ſpake to: them in Horeb out of the midft of 
the fire, Deut.. 4.15. and therefore they. mult zake 
good heed unto themſelves , teſt they carrupt them- 
ſelves with Images : that they ſaw no Image 
of God's: a good argument againſt their making 
and worſhipping the Image of the true God, 
but it is no direft argument againſt the Images 
of Heathen Gods ; and therefore this. muſt be a 
prohibition of worſhipping the true God by 1-- 
mages. | om | 


Another Scripture-argument againſt Image-wor-- 
ſhip is from the infinite perfeCtions and excellen-- 
cy of the Divine: Nature, that no Image can be 
made of 'God,: but' what muft be a reproach and 
debaſement -of his Majefty: To whom then will ye 
liken God, or what hikeneſs will ye compare tc him, 
&c. Iſaiah 40. 18, &c.. and this ſurely 'is an argu- 
ment-againſt making and' worſhipping any Image 
of the true: God... | _” 
| They. 
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They fi farther that P's Calf was 
not ar Image of 'a falls God , but a bag 
.cal repreſentation of the Lord Jehovah 
they cxpreſly call it , the 0» __— 
them out of ge poas 
Aaron himelt a : rel; th for the Wor. 
{hip of this Þ ARPojores God, 26. -0rram 
is @ Feaſt to the Lord, os to te Exod. 32. 
b. . and therefore theſe UYradives are char 
changing. their glory, (i.e; the Lord Febo- 
bor who was. the Glory of 16464) into the. fir 
militude of an oxe, mhich eateth graſs, Blatw. 196. 
20. But how can this be true, it did an 
intend this Calf as a Repreſentation 0 of the Lor 
Jehovah: And it is evident, that. they made 5 Bs 
"Calf only” as: a Divine preſeng -P. 9p © 
on os of Mae Br, 
——_ to "come. down out of the wounk , the ner 
wag! themſelues i 5agether upto, Agron, and 
lk wmto him , Up, make 4s gods, which ſbak go 
before us : for -as for this Moſes ' the max. that 
brought us up out of the —_— opt , we know 


not what is become of wes Fa Ss ® they 


-did not think of el 5972 be gnl 
wanted a ViAhE and 
with them, m te of Pe, bets rake = 


with them, was, a kin Naving: a 
conyerſing familiarly CI ay 
ving them direQoos and ord ors Weg, #6 Hom ao 


yet the worſhip of this Calf 
worſhipped as 2 60d, or the rape BI God, © Gods 
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but as 2 Sytnbolical Repreſentation of the Lord 
Jehovah, was Idolatry. _ | Wo 
The like tnay be ſaid of the Calves at Dan and 


Bethel, which Jeroboen {ct up in imitation of che 


golden Calf, and for Symbglical repreſentations of 
the God of J/rexe/. For {0 'he :himielf tells them, . 
Behold thy Gods, O 1ſratl, which brought thee up out 
of the lind of Egypt ; that is, the Lord Fehowah, 
whom.'Feroboam did {til own and Worſhip. For 
he had no intention to chatige. their God, but only. 
eo prevent their go1 up 10 J 

ig the Year to. 1p. there , accordiag-to -the. 
Law ;. which he feared might prove the deſtrutti-- 
on. of his new Kingdom. And therefore. God 
himfelf, makes a great difference - between the ſin 


ernſalrm.three times , Kings 12.28, . 


of. Jerobortn and the ſin. of. Abxb, who introduced 2 Kings 16, 


which- 


s ſtill preſerved the golden Calves, 
ſet up, yet he calls his Zeal ia de- 


the. worl w» of Baal, a falle God. And therefore 3” 3% 
h 


ſtroying Baal, his. fal for xhe Lond : Jehovah. + Kings 10.16... 


Which: is 'advther Scripture-example-.of Idolatry 
in wbrihippiag . the. Image . or Repreſcatatian . of 
the True God... & j 


-  -Anocher- inſtance is 'the Brazen, Serpent, which 
Moſes fetiup. in the Wilderneſs, which was nei- 
ther a God; nor the Image of any God, .naither 
_ of the Lord Jehoveb, not of any Heathen: God; . 
and was .nvt at firſt ft up to be worſhipped, but 

only. to be /laaked on by thoſe, who were ſtung 


with fiery Serpents; and was preſerved as a kin 3 
of.; 
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6f holy Relique, as a laſting memorial of: that de- 
liverance God wrought for them by it. -- But wheg 
the Children of 1/rae/ burnt Incenſe to it, though 
they could intend to Worſhip no other God in it, 
but the Lord Jehovah, who gave it that miracu- 
lous -Power, and could Worſhip it only as a me- 
morative-'Sign -of God's mighty Power, yet He- 
iah deſtroyed it, with the other Inſtruments of 
[Torch 2 Kjngs 18. 4 And yet I think I could 
make - a much better Apologie for the Worſhip 
of Fe Brazen Serpent, than of the Croſs. For that 
vdsa Type of Chriſt crucified, a Type of God's own 
appointment , a- miraculous and wonder-worki 
ype, which I ſhould think ſhould as much de- 
ſerve to be worſhipped, as the Picture or Image of 
the Tree whereon our Saviour died. For” if a me- 
morative Sign of Chriſt deſerve ſuch: Divine Ho- 
- nours, let-them give me a reaſon, if they can, why 
the Type of a ctuoified Saviour ought not as muc 
to be worſhipped by the Jews in thoſe days, as the 


"Thus the Proteſtants argue againſt the worſhip 
of Images from the Second Commandment, and from 
the Reaſons and Authorities of the O/d Teftament, 
and as for the New Teſtament, they can find no al- 
reration Made inthis Law there: we are comman- 
ded indeed *.to' keep” our ſelves from 'Idols, but 
the Goſpel has given 'us no new notion of Ido- 
latry , 'and therefore they reaſonably conclude, 
_ that what was Idolatry under the 0/d Tefa- 
ment ,-is 10 under the New. And indeed they 
look upon the Second Commandment as a natural 
or 
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or moral Law., and ſuch Laws Chriſt neither did, 
nor could alter, no more than he could alter the'E- 
terfial Reaſons of things, For the Prohibition 'of 
Image-worſhip is founded in the Inviſibility; Purity, 
Spirituality, and immenſe Glory and Perfe&tions of 
the Divine Nature, which cannot be repreſented by 
mitterz and theſe Reaſons are- as unchangeable as 
God is, afhd the Law muſt be' as unchangeable as 
the Reaſons of it. And therefore we find theſe very 
Reaſons urged by St. Pazl in the times of the Goſpel; 
Foraſmuch as we are the rf pring of God, we dught 
rot to think, that the Godhead is like unto Gold, br 
Sihver, or Stove graven by Art, or man's device, Aﬀs 
I7. 29. Not &s if the Heathens fancied, that their 
Gods were like the Images they worſhipped ; for 


_ this is not only denied by their 'Philoſophets, biit Maximus Dri = 


the very Nature of the thing ſhowvit's Hor they wor. © Diſſert. 38- 


ſhipped fuch kind of Images, -as it wasimmpoſlible for 
therh to conceive ſhould. be the likenels of any God; 
- not only the Images of Men, but unpoliffied Stonts, 
and Trees, Birds, and Beaſts, aid creeflhg things; 
whichthey did not'take to be Gods; -nbr-theproper 
likeneſſes of their Gods, but ſycibolical*Repreſenta- 
tions of them; but the Apoſtles" Arguritent is this, 
That itisa ridiculous thing] to make atly Thiage of 
God, when we earinot -mke any thitig hke-him, as 
fooliſh a thing asit would be to paint a Sound 5 attd 
that it isan affront to fo me a Belfig, to Tepre- 
feht him by thit which is f6 vety unlike him; and fo 
infinitely unworthy of bis Majeſty and Greatneſs. 
And:though this Argument fron the Triviſibiſty atid 
Spirituality of the Divine Nature dots hot conclude 
againft making the Images of Chriſt and his A- 

N poſtles, 


= 


94 


A Summary of the Controverſies between the 


- that 


421; -04 


| poſiles, who had the ſhape and figure of men,which 


might be painted or' carved, no more than it did 

againſt many Images' of Heathen Godsz moſt of 
whom were no better than dead Men and Women, 
yet. it holds againſt the worſhip of any Image ; for 


God alone, who is a pure and infinite-Spirit, » is the 


ſole Objet of our religious Worſhipz' and to-worſhip 
God by an Image, is to reproach his Nature, and 
to debaſe him as low as-matter 3 and to worſhip that 
which can be painted, is to worſhip a falſe Object ; 
for, Chriſtas God, and fo only heisthe Objeft of our 
Worſhip, : cannot be painted ; 'and to worſhip any 
material Image, though it be not made for the Su- 
preme God, 4s yet a Reproach to the Divine Nature, 
as it. ſignifies that ſomething which is divine, and a 
fir Objet:,of our Adorations , .may be repreſented 


. by material Imagesand PiQures. 


But the Proteſtants conſider farther, that if the 


' Worſhipof Images was forbid by the Law of Moſes, 


It muſt needs be much more contrary to the Goſpel 
of our Saviqur, which: has lefs to. do with Matter 
and-Senſe, than theLaw had. Our Saviour tells us, 


| That God 3s aSpirit, and thoſe who worſhip hin, muſt 


worſhip him in-Spirit and in Truth, in oppoſition to 
the external, and. typical, and figurative Worſhip 


of the Law ;. and. if this'typical Worſhip which was 


allowed when the Worſhip of Images was forbid, be 


now abrogated/as leſs pure and ſpiritual, they think 


it very ſtrange, that the Worſhip of Images, which is 
the moſt groſs and material, and unmanly Worſhip 
8 be invented, ſhall be allowed under the ſpi- 
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And there is one Argument to this: purpoſe, which 
I would defire.our Author ſeriouſly to conſider, 2s. 
That there is no material Temple. in the Chriſtian 
Church, much leſs Statues and Images; for the un- 
derſtanding of which, we muſt conſider - what no- 
tions the Heathens had of their Temples, what no- 
tion the Jews had of it, and that there is no ſuch 
Temple in the Chriſtian Church. wr 

As for the Heathens, their Temples were the Hou- 
ſes of their Gods, where they dwelt, and were con- 
fined,and ſhut up by ſome Magical Spells and Charms, 
as the Images of their Gods were faſtned there, that 


they might be always preſent to attend the Sacrifices - 


and Worſhip of their Votaries: For they did not be- 
lieve that their Gods were omnipreſent, and there- 
fore they confined their preſence to Temples and 
Images, that they might know where to find them, 
Their Temples were the places where they kept 
the Statuesand Images of their Gods, to whom ſuch 
Temples were dedicated, and where they believed 
ſuch Gods dwelt: according to that of Mezazder 


Ty od) 2.100 Sy Seay 
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That a juſt and righteous God muſt tarry at home 
to defend thoſe. who placed him there. This Origer: 
gives an account of in histhird and ſeventh Book a- 
gainſt Celſ#s, and the thing is ſo known, that I need 
not prove it, a Temple and an Image in the Heathen 
Theology were inſeparably united; an Image to re- 
preſefit their God, a Temple as a Houle for him to 
dwellin, and where they might be ſure to find him, 
N 2 ' Under 
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Under the Jewiſh Eaw God fo far condeſcended, 
to the weakneſs. of that Peopte, 'as to a have vitible 
Preſence” among them firft'in the Tabernacle, and, 
then- in the Temple at Fer»ſalzm ; but chough he 
had his Tempte, yet he had -nq"Tmage, which the 
Heathen World qe toa Temple: For 
though a fymbolical Preſence was ,no contingment 
of God, nor injurious to his Majeſty, *yet a material 
Image was: And yet Svlowor m his Prayer of Dedi= 
cation, took care to prevent the Heathen notion of 
a Temple, as if Cod were confined to it ; for he 
owns his Qmnipreſence, that he fills bqth Heaven 
and Earth,; only he prays, that he would have more 
particular regard to that place, and, to thoſe Prayers 
which ſhould be offered up theres x Kings 8. 27, 
28, &c. But will God indeed, dwell on the earth > Be 
hold the Heaven, and Heaven of Heavens cannot cone 
tain thee, how much leſ# this houſe that Thave builded? 
Net have thou reſpe# unjs the Prayer of thy Servant, 
and.to his, Supplication, O Lord, my God, ta hearken, 
awnto the cry, and to the. Prayer which thy Servant 
prayeth- before thee this day : That thine eyes may be 
open to this Houſe night and day,&c. 

And therefore we may obſerve, that the Temple 
was ſo contrivedas to bea figure.of the whole world; 
For the Holy of Holies ws a figure, of Heaven, into 
which the High Prieſt entered once a year, Heb. g, 
24. and therefore the reſt of the Temple ſignified this 
earth, and, the daily worſhip, and Service. of it. 
which plainly ſignified. tothem,. that that God who 
dwelt in-the-Femple, was not. confined to thas. ma- 
terial Building, but filled Heaven and Earth with. his 
Preſenge, though he was pleaſed to have a more pe- 
culiar 
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cyhar regard: to that place, and to the Prayers and 
Sacrifices which were offered there. And yetit feems 
that God would not fo far have indulged them at that 
time, as to-confine his Worſhip and peculiar Preſence 
te a certain place, had it not been for the ſake of 
ſome more Divine MyGery, For Gods Symbolical 
and: Figuzarive Preſence wn the Tabernacle and 


Temple - was only: a Type of the Incarnation of the 


Son of God, of his dwelling among us in ahu- 
mane Body: or material Temple, as St. Johr plainly 
ugimates E John 14, The word was made fleſh,. and 
amelt ameong us, and we bebeld his Glory, the Glory 
as of the only begatten of the Father, full of Grace 
and Truth: wiorivuow w iz, he Tabernacled a 
us 3, dwelt among ug. as God under the Law did 
in. the Tabernacle or Tewplez and. Chiiſt-expreſly 
calls: his Body the Temple 2. Fohy £9, Deſtroy this 
Temple, and. ive three days I will raiſe it up, which 
the Evangeliſt tells us, he ſpake of the Tewple of his 
Body, 21. v. and he affirms himſglf to. be greater 
than, the Temple 12. Math... he being that in 
Truzt> of which the Temple was a Figure 3 God 
dwelling; among us, God, dwelling in human Na- 
ture For this Reaſon. the Worſhip of God was 
confined to the Temple. at Feruſalems, to (ignifie to 
us that: we. can. effer up, no acceptable Worſhip to 
God, but in the Name and Mediation. of Chriſt. 
But now under the Goſpel all theſe Types and 
Figures. being accompliſhed in the Perſon of our 
Saviour 5 as their Prieſthood and: Sacrifices, ſo 
their Temple allo had an, end'; as. Chriſt exprefly 
tells the. Waman, of Samearia, who, diſputed with 
him about the place of Worſhip, whether it yo 
WE tne 
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the Temple at Jeruſalem or Samaria 5 Woman be- 
lieve me, the. hour cometh whin ye ſhall neither in 


this Mountain, nor yet at Jeruſalem Worſhip #he 


Father, John 4.2x. which cannot fignifie that they 
ſhould Worſhip God neither - at Fer»/ſalez nor 
Samaria, for there were famous Churches planted 
by the Apoſtles at both theſe places, where they 
Worſhipped God in Spirit and 'in Truth ; but it 
ſignifies that there ſhould be no material Temple, 
that the Preſence of God ſhould not be confined 
to a certain place, as then it was to the Temple ; 
which occaſioned that Diſpute between the Jews 
and Samraritanes, in which Temple God was per- 
culiarly - preſent ; but whereſoever they  Wor- 
ſhipped God in Spirit and Mn Truth, the place 
ſhould make no difference in their Acceptation, 
as it did under the Law ; which is not oppoſed 
to the ereCting of decent and ſeparate places of 
Worſhip under the Goſpel, but only to: the No- 
tion of a Temple. 

That this was the ſenſe of the Primitive Chriſti- 
ans, that they had no material Temples, as the Hea- 
thens had, is evident from their Writings 3 for the 
Heathens made this objection againſt them, that they 
had no Temples nor Images; which is owned and 
anſwered by Origez againſt Celſas lib, 8, Minutias 
Felix, Arnobins, La&antins : 

The force then of the Argument is this, If under 
the Goſpel God does not .allow of ſo much as a 
Temple or Symbolical Preſence, which he did al- 
low of under the Law, when he forbad .Images, 
much leſs certainly does he allow Images now, 
which he forbad under the Law. But Proteſtants 
have 


e 
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| have another Argument to: prove, that the Wor- 
ſhip of Images is forbid by the Goſpel as well as by the 
Law ; and that. is, that the Primitive Church al- 
ways underſtood it ſo, as is evident from the Wri- 
tings of the Ancient Fathers, who condemned the 
Worſhip of Images, and urged ſuch Arguments a- 
gainſt it in their Diſputes with the Heathens, -as had 
eaſily been retorted upon themſelves had they pra- 
Qiſed the ſame thing 3 and yet this was never ob- 
j&ted againſt them by their wittieſt Adverſaries in 
. that Age, though when Image Worſhip began to 
be introduced into the Church, it was preſently 
objected againſt. the Chriſtians both by Jews and 
Heathensz and which ts more than this, beſides all 
the other Arguments which they uſed, they allead- 
ged the Second Commandment as the Reaſon, 
why 'they could not Worſhip Images, which is a 
certain Proof, that they then thought the Second 
Commandment was ſtill in force. But I ſhall not en- 
* Jarge upon this, becauſe it is ſo well done in a late 
Diſcourſe concerning the Antiquity of the Prote- 
ſtant Religion, Part 2. concerning Images to which 
I refer my Reader. 7 
I3. The Pope. #s Antichriſ#, 
I anſwered, This has beer affirmed by ſome Pro- 


teſtants, but is no Article of our Church, and there- Anſwer to Re- 
fore we are not bound to prove it, but when we have WP: 12- 


' 4 mind to it. No Man ever pretended that there 
#* any ſuch Propoſution in Scripture, as that the Pope 
zs Antichriſt, but ſome think, that the Charadters of 
Antichriſt and the Mar of Sin, are much more ap- 
plicable to him than the Univerſal Head(bip and In- 


alibility. 
F 4 To. 
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To this our Author anſwers (p. 8.) Do only fone 
Proteſtants, and no Homily (ſubſcribed as containing 
a Godly and wholfom Do@Grine, neceſſary for theſe 
times, Article the Fifty fifth) though the Church of 
England owns but Thirty nine Articles 3 affirm #he 
Pope to be Antichriſt ? Yet we meet 'with no Serip- 
ture brought to prove this Godly neteſſary DoFrine. 

Now though I could tell him, that every fayinz 
in an- Homily has not the. Authority of an Article, 
yet I need not enter into that Diſputes for I am 
pretty confident it 1s no where expreſly afſerted 
in any of 'our Homilies, that the Pope is Antichriſt. 
The moſt that looks that way, is in the Second 
Part of the Homily for Whztſunday 3 where ftoth 
their oppoſition to ſome Goſpel Dottrine, and _ 
ferring their own Decrees before the expreſs Word 
of God, it is proved, that, #hey are not of Chriſt, - 
or yet poſſeſſed with his ' Spirit, Prom their Pride 
and Artogance in challenging an Univerſal Head. 
ſhip, and advancing themſelves above Soveraigh ' 
Princes, or in the Scripture'Phraſe, above all that bs 
called God, and treating Emperors and Kings'with 
the greateſt inſolence and ſcorn: Our Church tor- 
cludes, that they had not the Spirit of God, but 
the Spirit of the Devils that whereſoever ye find 
the Spirit of Arrogancy amd Pride, the Spirit of Envy, 
Hatred,Contention Cruelty, Murder, Extortion, Witch- 
craft, Necromancy,&c.aſſure your ſelves, that there # the 
Spirit of the Devil and not of God 5 albeit they pit- 
tend outwardly to the World never ſo utnch Holineſs, 
that ſuch wicked Poperas theſe are worthily atoownved 
among the_number of falſe Prophets ar \falſt Chriſt; 
fo that at moſt the Hotaly does but pct oro 
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P in. the number of falſe Chriſts,. .but does not 
make the -Pope the Aztichrift. It concludes: with 
a Prayer, That God by the comfortable'Goſpel of his 
Sow wonld beat down Sin, Death, the Pope, the De- 
wil, and all the Kingdom of Antichriſt ; where 1 
confeſs the. Pope is put in. very ill Company, and a 
fair intimation given that : he may \have ſome rela- 
tion to the Kingdom of Antichriſt, but yet he is 
not expreſly called Antichriſt. J 

And therefore as for. his demand of Scripture 
Proof, let him ſeek for it 'in thoſe Writers who ex- 
preſly affirm the Pope. to be Antichriſt; where it 
may be he will find more than he will like, or can 
eahly anſwer. I told-him . before: that the Scripture 
daes not-.expreſly name who is Antichriſt, or the 
Man. of Sit, but. gives fach Charadters of him, as 
ſome think the Pope:of | Rowe has the'beſt claim to : 
It is enough for us to know, that he uſurps fuch 
an Authority as Chriſt never gave him, preaches 
ſuch Do@rines as Chriſt never taught, encourages 
ſach AQions as are contrary to the: true: Spirit of 
the Goſpel 5: and that is. reaſon enough for us 
to rejeQ him, [P29 

L4.: Every Prayer uſed in Divine Offices, muſt be 
in a Language vulgar and intelhgible to every. Audi- 
tor. . For the Proof of this: I alleadged St. Pauls 


Diſcourſe, 1. Cor. 14. and muſt now confider what p,,., q<q.v.. 


he tell us is the Apoſtles mind in it, viz. that who- 
ever had the gift of a Tongue ſtrange to all the Andi- 
tory, ſhould farbear to difFate therein Extempore Ser- 
warns, Prayers, ec. containing | matter, as well as the 
Tomgue-inſpired into the Speaker : I ſay this gift (of 
0 uſe, but nſed. for __ in ſnch a caſe) was - 
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be reſerved till either the Speaker or. ſome Auditor 
could and did interpret, that the reſt might edifie. 
Now will it follow from hence, that all the ſettled 
Forms of Divine Offices (to many of which there js 


| 220 neceſſity, that all ſpecially joyn and. intend) be in 


the wulgar, or intelligible to cvery Auditor? It is 
enough (to comply with the Apoſtles DoQ@rine) that 
all new Extempore Prayers, and Inſirutive or Ex- 
hortatory Diſcourſe (by AFions, Ceremonies, or Cir- 
curſtances, or otber way not interpretable) be, as they 
are, in the Vulgar. But for the fixt Forms of D#+- 
vine Officer, that they be in a Language the moſt cer- 
tain and the moſt intelligible, not only in Vn, 
but in every Auditory, Intelligible I ſay, where need- 
ful, to every one by either AFions, Ceremonits, andl 
Circumſtances, or by Cuſtom, Affmity with the Valgay, 
or Books intepreting and containing © Prayers corre- 
ſpondent to every part, wherein the Auditory is con- 
cerned. | 

I have Tranſcribed the whole, becauſe it is as 
choice a [Paragraph as we ſhall ordinarily. meet 


with. The only difficulty I ſee in it; is to. know 


at which end to begin to anſwer, for it T under- 


ſtand ' him, the beginning and conclufion. of 'this 
| Paragraph do not, well agree. In the beginning 


he would confine the Apoſtles Diſcourſe againſt 
Prayers in an unknown Tongue, #0 7»ſpired and 
extempore Pragers and Sermons, but that notwith- 
ſtanding this, the ſetled Forms of Divine Offices 


may bein an unknown Tongue; in the couctufi- 


on-he would fain inſinuate, that though the Pub- 
lick Offices of the' Church of Rome bein Latin, 
which is not the Vulgar Tongue now in any 

| Nation, 
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Nation, yet they are #2 4 Language the moſt cer- 
tain and. the moſt intel[igible, not only in-Chriſtendom 
but in every Auditory, Tt ſeems he had: fome little 
Qualm came over his Conſcience, ſome ſecret Con- 
viions that Men ought to underſtand their Pray- 
ers; and therefore he roundly aſſerts, that Latin is 
the moſt intelligible Language, that is, the moſt 
known and beſt underſtood of any Language in 
Chriſtendom; and to every Auditory. ' Now if this 
be ſo, what need all this Diſpute about Service in 
an unknown Tongue? what need of diſtinguiſh- 
ing between extempore Prayers, and ſetled Forms 
of Divine Offices > we are all it ſeems agreed, 
that Pablick Prayers ought to be in an intelligible 
Language, and that which 1s intelligible to every 
Auditor ; the only difference is whether Latin be 
as well underſtood in all the Auditories in:Erglaxd, 

as Engliſh is. ; 3-4 DE! 
Well, but this is a very great Riddle, and requires 
ſome skill to make it out; for our Engliſh Audi- 
tories believe themſelves that they do not under- 
ſtand Latin, buc they may be miſtaken for ought 
any body knows 3 let us than ſee how our Author 
makes it out, IrteVigible, -I ſay, where needful, to 
every one by either Ations, Ceremonies, and Circum- 
ftances, or by Cuitom, Affinity with the Vulgar, or 
Books interpreting, and containing Prayers correſpon- 
dent to every part, wherein the Auditory is concerned ; 
that is, as we uſe to ſay, you muſt know their 
meaning by their gaping 3 and thus forfooth, La- 
tin is a very intelligible Language to thoſe who do 
not underſtand one word of ,it. What ſhuffling and 
trifling is this ! do the People underſtand Latin 
O 2 Prayers, 
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Prayers, or do they not 2? if they don't,” then the 
Service is performed in. an. unknown Tongue-:to 


them, - which St.:Pavl expreſly.. condemns; and 


whiteyer they underſtand: about 'the Buſineſs, yet 
they do not underſtand their Prayers ; which is 
the Difpute between. us: If theſe dumb Signs can 
teach People their Prayers, then it is lawful for them, 
it ſeems, | to.know. their Prayers, and the why may 
they not pray. ina Language which they uider- 
ſtand ? for Words are more exprefiive of Thoughts, 
than A&ions, and Ceremonies, and Circumſtances 
can be, which can only.tell in general what we are 
about, ::not what we ſay:; and as for Books to: in- 
terpret our Prayers, what need we go ſo far about > 
Why may we not pray in the Vulgar Tongue as 
well as interpret Prayers in a Vulgar Tongue? And 
what ſhall: thofe:-do who have no Books and can- 
not read ? This is dire&t Boys play, to make an of- 
fer of giving foinething, but to pull back your hand 
if any one offers to take it. 

Let us theht confider, how he can adjuſt this 
Matter with St. Paxls: and the ſum of what he fays 
is this, that St. Pax! 'only forbids Infpired and Ex- 
tempore Prayers in an' unknown Tongue, | where 
there is no body to interpret, but the fetled Forms 
of Divine Offices may be in an unknown Tongue 
for all that. Titi is cettainly as little as-can be food, 
and as little to the purpoſe 3 for whoever conkiders 
the place, will find: that all the Apoſtles Arguments 
are againſt an unknown Tongue, forthis very Rea» 
ſon, becauſe it is unknown and not underſtood; 
and then if we avuſt not uſe an unkhown- Tongue 
in Religious Workkip, wemuſt notuſe an unknown 
Tongue 
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Tongue in our ſ{etled and ordinary Devotions. © 


There are three Arguments the Apoſtle ufes, which 
I think,- will reach our ordinary Devotions, as well 
asinſpired Gifts. t. That it is contrary to the Edi- 
fication of the Church. 2. That it contradids the 
natural uſe of ſpeaking. 3. That it is contrary to 
the nature and end of Prayer. 

I. It ts contrary to the Edification of the Charch. 


Now, Brethren, if 1 cone unto you, ſpeaking with 1 Cor. 14. 6+ 


Tongues, what ſhall I profit you, except 1 ſhall ſpeak, 
$0 you either by Revelation, or by Knowledze, or by 
Prophecying,.or by Do&rine? That is, unleſs I fpeak 
ſomething to you, which you can underſtand, and 
which may inform your Judgment 3 as he adds, Þ: 
#he Church I had rather ſpeak, five words with my 
Underſtanding, that by my voice 1 might teach others 
alſo, than tex thouſand words in an unknown Fongue. 
Now if theſe extraordinary Gifts of the Spirit were 
to be valued and uſed only for the Edification of the 
Church, and to ſpeak to the Inſtruction of others, 
is to be preferred before ſpeaking in an unknown 
Tongue by Inſpiration 5 then certainly the ordinary 
Service and Worſhip of 'God, which is inſtituted 'on 

poſe for the Edffication of the Church, muſt be 
m a known Tongue, when the extraordmary Gifts 
-of the Spirit themſelves tauft give place to Edifica- 
tion. For#f the Apoſtle would have made any ex- 
ception,, methinks he ſhould have excepted thefe 
extraordinary Gifts : For one would thirik, when- 
ever the holy Spirit infpires men, they-ought toſpeak 
whatever Language itbe-m: for it ſeems ſtrange, 
that/atryy man fhould forbid - thefe- to ſprak, whom 


the Spirit infpiresz 'and yet we'lee the —_ -_ 
| _ theſe 
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Verſ. 7,8, 9, 
Io, 11, 


know not the meaning of t 


_ theſe Gifts were reſtrained to make them ſerviceable 


to: the Church, and. not to be for meer Pomp and 
Oſtentation; But for men, whq have no:pretence to 
any ſuch Inſpiration, to affet to ſpeak in anunknown 
Tongue that they may not be underſtood, is to de- 
prive the Church of the Edification of Religious 
Offices, without any pretence for doing ſo. 

2. To ſpeak inan unknown Tongue, contradifs 
the natural end and uſe of ;:Speech. For even things 
without life giving ſounds, whether Pipe or Harp, ex- 
cept they give a diſtinFion in the ſounds, how ſhall it - 
be known what is piped or harped ? For if the Trumpet 
give an uncertain ſound, who ſhall prepare himſelf to the 
Battel? So likewiſe you, except ye utter by the T ongue 
words eaſje to be underftood, how ſhall it be known 
what 3s ſpoken, for ye ſhall ſpeak intothe Air > There 
are, it may be, ſo many kinds of Voices in the World, 
and none of them without pm - therefore if I 

Voice, I ſhall be unto hine 
that ſpeaketh a Barbarian, and he that ſpeaketh ſhall be 
a Barbarian unto me. Is this Argument only againſt 
inſpired Tongues, or againſt the uſe of all unknown 
Tongues, among Perſons who do not underſtand 
them? For this relates to the uſe of Speech in com- 
mon Converſation, as well .as in the Offices of Reli- 
gicn_; and if Speech was given us to communicate 
our Thoughts to each other 3 if it be ſo vain, and 
abſurd, and uſeleſs a thing to talk to men in a 
Tongue which they do not underſtand, it is much 
more abſurd in Religion, which does more ftraitly 
oblige us, to mutual Edification. For the uſe of 
words even; in; Prayer, [is not for theſake of God, 
but men. ' God knows our thoughts, and therefore 

| a mental 
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a mental Prayer is as acceptable to him without vo- 
cal words; but the uſe of words is either to affe& 
our ſelves, and then they muſt be ſuch words as we 
* our ſelves underſtand; or to dire@ others in the matter 
and form of their Prayers, and then they muſt be ſuch 
words as they underſtand ; or to unite the Afﬀections 
and Deſires of the whole Congregation at the ſame 
time in theſame Petitions,which is efſential to publick 
Worſhip 3 and then they muſt be ſuch words as we all 
underſtand; but to ſpeak words which no body un- 
derſtands, is to ſpeak to no purpoſe, which is abſurd 
in common Converſation, but profane in Religion. 
3ly. Another Argument St. Paxl uſes againſt an 
unknown Tongue, 1s, That it is contrary to the na- 
 tureof Prayer and religious Worſhip, which muſt 
be a reaſonable Service, and therefore requires -the 
exerciſe of the Underſtanding , as well as Aﬀe- 


Qions. For if I pray in an unknown Tongue, my $pi- verl. 14, 15, 


rit prayeth, but my underſtanding is unfruitful. What "5: 


3 it then, I will pray with the ſpirit, and will pray 
with the Underſtanding alſo  Iwill ſing with the Spirit, 
and I will ſing with the Onderſtanding alſo. Elſe when 
thou ſhalt bleſs with the Spirit, how ſhall he that occu- 
pieth the room of the unlearned ( that is, every ordi- 
nary Chriſtian, who hasnot this gift of Tongues, or 
of interpreting Tongues; for there were no Clarks in 
$=< days to ſay Amen for the whole Congrega- 
jon ) ſay Amen at thy giving of thanks, ſeeing he un- 
derſtandeth not what thou ſazeſt > And if the Exerciſe 
of ſupernatural Gifts themſelves, which the Apoſtle 
ſeems here to call praying by the Spirit, be not an 
acceptable Worſhip to God, without the a&s of our 
Reaſon and Underſtanding, certainly an unknown 


Tongue - 


\ 
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Tongyueis much more unjuſtifyable, in our ordinary 
Devotions. If the whole Congregation muſt fay 
Amen to thoſe Prayers which are offered to God, 
and it be aJudicrous thing to ſay Amex to what we 
do not underſtand, then whether the Prayers be in- 
ſpired, or compoſed, it is neceſiary that the whole 
Congregation ſhould underſtand them. 

But our Author (though very timerouſly ) in- 
ſinuates an Anſwer or two to this-one Reafon, why 
he thinks the ſetled Forms of Divine Offices are ta- 
citely excepted by the Apoſtle, and need not be 
performed»zz the vulgar, and intelligible to every Au- 
ditor, comes in in a Parentheſis, and indeed was as 
fit for a Parentheſis as any thing could be ; for he 
will preſently ſee, that it mg have been ſpared. 
To many of which ( Divine Offices) there is no ne» 
reſſaty that all ſpecially joyn and intend : By 
which'T ſuppoſe he means, that there are ſeveral Of 
fices m the Church of Rome, which People are not 
bound to-attend to, nor joyn in, and thereforethere 
is no need they ſhould underſtand them.. _ | 
1. Nowinthe firſt place ' I defire to know why 
there ſhould be any ſuch Divine Offices in publick 
Worſhip, which the People 'are not bound to joyn 
in? Methinksthe Apoſile's Argument againſt ſpeak- 
ing in an unknown” Tongue, becauſe it: is contrary 
to Edification, holds as well, and for the fame. Reaſo 
againſt ſuch Offices as theſe; which certainly wr—_—_ 
much for Edification, when People are not bound 
to joyn in them; unleſs every thing in: publick 
Worſhip muſt be done for Edification, andtherefore 
muſt be underſtood by the People who are-'to'be 
edified by it, the Apoſtles Argument agaioft theſe 

: | inſpired 
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inſpired Tongues is tfot good 3 fot if our Author had 
been preſent when'St.Pzr wrote this; he could have 
eaſily ' anſwered him, that there''was no need that 
the 'whole Congregation ſhould underſtand theſe 
maſpired Mens but let thoſe underftand who could, 
and if no body underftood it, what hurt did it do? 
Nay; 'the Exerete of: ſudr extraordinary Gifts did 
edifie thoſe who Aaw'and heard, thoug they did 
not underſtands and when the Spirit 1nfpites men 
'to ſpeak in utiknown Tongues, we have reaſon to 
think, that the Spirit did-not intend'that every one 
ſhould underftand them ; and that is reaſon to be- 
heve, that the exerciſe of ſuch Gifts was very fit- 
ting, though they were' not underſtood. Let our 
Author try now how he-can juſtifie St. Pazl's Ar- 
gument againſt vinknown, though ning Tongues, 
upon' the Principle- which he bas lajd- down, That 


- 4 


'the People 'are notboundto joyn in all the Offices _ 


' of publick Worſhip; That any thing may be done 

irrpablick Wortitp,' which is not for publick Edifi- 
cation:' or-Jethim'rry if 'he can fay half ſo much for 
ſuch: ;fetled Forms bf Divine Officer, as People are 
-notbound to joyit in, and therefore hot bound to 
underſtand, as tnay 'be pleaded” for the occaſional 
Exerciſe of - miraculous atdiinfpired Gifts in 'an un- 
known Tongue: and if he can't, then this Anſwer 
he gives about ſach Offices as People are not'bound 
to Joyn in, is abetter Anfwer'to St, Paw, than it 1s 
to Proteſtants, a much ' better Vindication of the 
Exerciſe of ſuch, unknown Tongues, than of the uſe 
of Latine Service where Latine' 1s an unknown 
Tongue. -- 7. + Sit 


P For, 
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For, ſecondly, I would ask our Author, whether 
there be any Offices of Religion, which: People are 
bound to attend .to, and to joyn in? His Faving, 
That there are many, which they are not bound to 
attend to, ſuppoſes, that there are ſome, which they 
are bound to attend to, and to joyn in; and his 
making this an Argument for Service in an unknown 
Tongue, that there are many Offices, which they 
are not bound to attend to, and therefore- not to 
underſtand; ( for there muſt. be the force of his 
Argument, ifit have any _ ſuppoſes, that they muft 
underſtand what they muſt attend to, and joyn in: 


. how then doesthis juſtifie the Letize Service of the 


Church of Rowe? For their whole Service is in La- 
tize, an unknown Tongue; and therefore accord- 
mg to hisReaſon, the People are not bound to at- 
tend to, or joyn in any part of their Worſhip, be- 
cauſe they underſtand none of it. And.is not that 
a pretty kind of publick Worſhip, which no body 
is bound to attend to, or joyn in? not the Prieft 
himſelf, when he does not underſtand Latir, which, as 
they fay, too often happensin Catholick Countries. 

3[y.Since our Author ſays, That thereare only ma- 


- 23, not a/ Divine Offices, which the People are not 


bound ' to joyn in, he would have done well to have 
given us ſome. mark of diſtinQion, that we might 
have known what Offices People..muſt joyn in, and 
what not. Fer I-cannot for. my. life think. of any 
A@ of publick Chriftian Worſkip, which: all Chri- 
ſtians are not bqund to joyn in. I ſhould think it 
very convenient, that all Chriſtians ſhould attend 
to, and joyn in the holy Sacraments when they. are 

adminiſtred 3 for 1f they muſt not bear their parts 


there 


I11TqI 


_— at. 


there (-whichmuſt; be their: own AR, or it ſigni- 
es nothing,” it--being a' making and renewing a 
Nlermn Vow and Covenant with God) tobe ſure 
they can be concerned in nothingelſe ; And'there- 
fore the Offices of Baptiſm and the Lords Supper, 
ought to be adminiſtred-in the vulgar Tongue, that 
every Body may underſtahd them. 
- Thus, if. men are bound: to pray to God, and to 
praiſe him, ſurely they.are bound to joyn in publick 
Prayers and Praiſes 3 .and then according to this Rule, 
the publick Prayers and Hymns of the Church ought 
tobe in the vulgar Tongue. And I cannot imagine 
a Reaſon why the People ought not: to attend to 
reading the Leſſons, the Epiſtles, and Goſpels; for 
' Tknow no other uſe of reading them, but that the 
People might hear, and underſtand them, and be 
ediffed by themz and then they alſo ſhould be in 
the vulgar Tongue. In ſhort, there is nothing is an 
Office of Religion, but what the People are con- 
cerned in, and therefore muſt attend to it, and joyn 
in it, unleſs it be not their Duty to attend to, and 
Joyn in the Worſhip of God: And therefore our 
Author by infinuating this Principle, That People 
muſt underſtand what they are bound to attend to, 
and joyn in, ( which is fo agreeable to common 
ſenſe, that he could not reſiſt it) has effeQtually 
overthrown and condemned the Latine Service, un- 
leſs he can prove, that People are not concerned to 
joyn in the Worſhip of God 3 and then 1 deſire to 
know why they muſt be preſent at it ? 
4. But ſuppoſe, as he ſays, that there were no ze- 
ceſſity that all ſhould ſpecially. joyn, and attend to 
all religious Offices, yet wereit not better, that they 
= P 2 ſhould? 
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ſhould? -Were irnot mory for er es 
Chuzch;;:and ob every particubiy yr rr 
thouldunderftand thei Prayers, had'all\joyn Sp 
Cn ood only gear ove tn 
than that thoy (houl gazeuporr ieft, an 
bainor:Worſhippers, but theey Bras 
Worſhip? Now {Ir doo tekoed Ub undetfitand! wir 
Prayers, 'thiars nov to underfiand then; to effer'up 
a reaſonable, than unreaſonable Service to&'God';' If 
tt be better to worſhip:God, thah meerly to fee linr 
worſhipped 5 then /bow:con he: -juſtifie Service: inan 
unknown Tongue? For whew the Apoſtle ..diſpytes 
againſt ſpeaking with unknown Tongues, the A Ar- 
gumend whereon-hefounds the unlawfulneſs of it, is, 
That it.is againſt Edification; and this Argume ne 
muſt hold: againft Latine Service, unlels Ipnorance 
edifies more thats Knowledges: which I believe ar 
this time of day our Author will not caretoſfay. 
Secondly, His next Anſwer is: what F- before took 
notice of; That the People do underſtandtheir Pra 
ers, though they be in Lative. The meaning of whic hich. 
no more but thisz Thatby frequent ante tabg at 
Maſs, and obſerving the AQtions and” Ceremonies 
uſed by the Prieſt, fome of them underſtand where- 
about the Prieſt is, and what' he is a doing: they 
know, whenthey' hear-the Bell; and fee the Eleva- 
tion of the Hoſt, that they muſt fal} down and wor- 
ſbip, 6c. "but do-not underſtand one word that is 
ſaid. But- this is only to-underftand the AQions and 
Ceremonies, not-the words; and: cannot anſwer the 
end of publick- Prayer, which is to ,offer up our 
common Petitions to' God with' one | Heart and 
Mind. The uſe of words in publick Prayer, - to 
ect 
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dize& and determine; our Thoughts, and to. excite 
our: Afﬀettians 3. for | this Reaſon the: Prieſt reads 
the; Prayers with an audible Voice, that all. the 
Peaple may joyn. with. him, and. theſe indeed are 
Pablick and Common: Prayers; but now in the 
Church: of: Rowe: the: Prieſt reads. the Prayers, but 
the People de not joyn, with hios, becauſe they 
do. not underſtand hum ; but the moſt they can do 
is:by. Adions and Ceremonies, to. gueſs at what 
part of the Service he-is, and either only look on, 
or if they be very Deveut, entertain themſelves 
.with ſome good Pious Thoughts, or put up ſome 
private Prayers: to God, ar it may be to the Virgin 
Mary, or fome Saint, while the Prieſt is ſaying 
Maſs 3 and thus the Prieſt prays by himſelf, and the 
People, if they do pray, pray by themlſclves, and. 
have no. other - Benefit of the Paublick Offices. of 
the Church, but. only to-ſee what the Prieſt daes, 
which. at beſt can only fill them-with fome Religious 
Amuſements,. or: with:confuſed, and indiſtin&, and 
Eathufiaſtick Devations. It is plain, that in the 

Church of: Rowe, the Devotions. of the People are 
left: to. ther awn Extempore Conceits, which is a 
thouſand: times. worſe than the Extempore- Prayers 

of the Pzcachers, wha. may be. Men of Parts and 
Eearniag, and-able to ſuggeſt very Proper Petitions, 

and very Pious: Thoughts, and ta. excite very De- 

vout Paſſions.in;their. Hearersz and is. it not very 

odd that the Church ſhould have ſettled Forms of 
Divine Offices, Compalſed Forms of Prayer and: 
Praiſe, and yet the People, who will pray, muſt 
be left to their Extempore Devotions; is this allo 
for the Edification of the Church ? Is not this. Fa- 
naticiſm with a Witneſs. To 
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Anſwer to 


To conclude this Argument, I know no pra-' 
Arſe in the World more dire&ly contrary to the 
ſenſe of all Mankind than Prayers in an unknown 
Tongue. There was no Nation, nor no Religion in the 
World ever profeſledly guilty of it, but the Church 
of Rome; and there can be no Reaſon imaginable 
why they ſhould conceal their Worſhip, unleſs they 
are aſhamed of it, or ſaſpe& that no difintereſted 
Man can like it when he knows it ; and it is as odd a 
Task to prove that Men muſt underſtand their 
Prayers, as it would be to prove that' the uſe of 
Speech is to be underſtood, y 

15. A Company of Chriſtians voluntarily ſeparating. 
from all other Chriſtian Societies, condemning their 
Do@rines and Rites, deſtitute alſo of any viſible cor- 
reſpondence with them in the Enchariſt, in any Reli- 
giows Aſſemblies or Solemn Devotions 3 can, notwith- 
ſtanding this perverſe, intire, and manifeſt Separation 
be a Myitical Member of Chriſt in Catholick Qnity, 
and a Charitable part of the Catholick Church. 

In anſwer to this 1 told him, that if he applies 


_ Keueſ pz. go, fo #5, it is manifeſtly falſe 5 for though we do 


not Communicate with the Church of Rome 'in her 
corrupt W orſMip, get there are many Chriſtian Chur- 
ches with which we can __ do greg 1 and 
parate our ſelves no farther from any Society 0 
Criftians than they rf we ch afiloe Sw the 5H 
mitive and Apoſtolick Church, that if the Church of 
England be 4 true Apoſtolickh Church in Faith, and 
Worſhip, and Government, and ſeparates from other 
Churches only upon account of ſuch Corruptions as will 
Juſtifie a ſeparation, what ſhould hinder her from be- 
ing a Myſtical Member of Chriſt, in Catholick, Oni- 
I 


—_ 
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ty, and a Charitable part of the Catholickh Church 2 
Jor a true Apoſtolick Faith and Worſhip does certainly 
make ws the Myitical Members of Chriits Body, or 
elſe I deſire to know what does? That Catholick U- 
zity is not violated by a juſt ſeparation, and danger- 
ous Corruptions in Faith and Worſhip are a juſt cauſe 
of ſeparation, Come out from among them,. and, 

ye ſeparate, ſaith the Lord ;.. and touch not 
the unclean thing and I will receive you 
2 Cor 6.17. 

All that our Author replies to. this is, that This Proteſtancy 
Propoſition relates to matter of Fa, which we affirm OO of 
Proteſtants to have done, and deſire them to make Pro. P« L0s- 
out by Scripture the Lawfulneſs of it, and its con- 
ſeftency with Catholick, Unity and Charity. But I de- 
nied that we had done this, and gave. him in ſhort 
my Reaſons why I denied it, which. methinks 
might have deſerved. ſome notice: and as for our 
ſeparation from. the Corruptions of the. Church of 
Rome, that I gave him my Reaſons for, and ſuch 
as,. it ſeems, he had no mind to anſwer - that fe- 
paration might ſometimes be lawful and neceſſary, 
and therefore not chargeable with Schiſm, nor a 
breach of Catholick Unity, I proved from the Text 
now quoted. Come out from among them, &c. to 
which he ſays, If I intend this for a Proof; then it 
muſt import that it is the Duty of. one Chriitzan, or 
a Party pretending to be. a National Church. to come 
out of the Catholick Church, and be ſeparate from her; 
leſs than this will not reach the Proteitant Caje, and 
G much as this will by no means agree with one Ho- 
ly Church, wherein alone the Communion of Saints, Re- 
miſſion of Sins, and Life Everlaiting are tobe _ | 

| ut: 
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But how is this the Proteſtant Cafe? How does 
ſeparation from the Church 'of Rvme, .and that no 
_ Farther neither than ſhe's Corrupt, come'td* be afe- 
paration from the Catholick Church 2 He knows 
that we deny the Church'of Rozve to be the Catho- 
heck Church, and we know that he can never prove 
it to be ſo; and whatever Church or Churches 
have corrupted the Faftth and Worſhip ' of 
Chriſt, we ſhall make no ſcruple at all to ſeparate 
from them in ſuch Corruptions, and have the whote 
Goſpel to juſtifie us in it ; for in ſuch Cafes we 
are under the ſame obligation to ſeparate, that we 
are to profeſs the true Faith, and praftiſe the true 
Worſhip of Chriſt. 

All that can be charged upon the Church of 
Evgland is, that ſhe renounced the Supremacy of 
the Biſhop of Rove, and denied Obedience and 
SubjeQion to that See, which never had any Di- 
vine Right to claim it : and that ſhe reformed 
thoſe Errors'in Doftrine, and Corruptions in Wor- 
ſhip, which ſhe formerly was guilty of, This 
charge we readily own, but deny that this is Schiſm 
of Separation from the Catholick Church. | 

For till our Author can prove that the Unity 
of the Catholick Church confiſts in ſubje&tion to 
the Biſhop of Rome, it is ridiculous to charge us 
with breaking Catholic Umity, by denying that O- 
bedience which we do not owe 5 and when he can 
prove this eſſential to Catholick Unity to ſubmit to 
the Biſhop of Rome, as the viſible Head of the 
Church, we will own our ſelves to be Schiſmaticks. 
But then I muſt mind him what he is to prove, #7s. 
that by a Divine Inſtitution the Biſhop of Rome is 

he | the 
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the | viſible Head of Unity, to whom all*Churches 
. muſt ſubmit, for nothing . can be effential to the 
Unity of the Church but - what Chriſt himſe If has 
made ſo; and what is not abſolutely. eſſential: may 
be changed and altered, when there is abſolute ne- 
ceſſity for it, without a finful breach of Unity 
and therefore though they cannot make good their 


claim to this Univerſal Supremacy, not ſo much as See Dr. Bar- 
by Eccleſiaſtical Canons and Conſtitutions, and '*- Treatile 


ancient Cuſtoms,as has been often proved by Learned 
Proteſtants; yet to ſhorten that Diſpute, which to' 
| be. fure none but Learned Men can be judges of; 
whatever Juriſdiction or Primacy they pretend to, 
have been: formerly granted by Ancient Councils 
to the Biſhop of Rowe, may be retrenched or Ye- 
nied without the Guilt of Schiſm, when/it proves 
a manifeſt Oppreſſion of the Chriſtian Church, and 
ſerves only. to juſtifie and perpetuate the moſt No- 
torious and Intolerable Corruptions of the Chri. 
ſtian Religion: And the Reaſon is very plain, be- 
cauſe. all hnman Conſtitutions are - alterable, and 
| What is alterable ought to be altered, when the 
indiſpenſable Neceſſities: of the Church and of Re- 
ligion require it. Catholick Unity requires no 
Superiority, or Juriſdition of one Biſhop or one 
Charch over another, but only'Mutual Concord 
and Bfotherly Correſpondence 3 and therefore a 
Church which xeje&s any Forelgn Juriſdition, may 
yet maintain Catholick Unity, as the African Chur-- 
ches did in St. Cyprians days. The Combination 
indeed of Neighbour: Churches and Biſhops, for 
the more convenient Exerciſe of 'Ecclefiaſtical Dif- . 
cipline and Government, we grant was very An- 

| wad Q_ cient, 
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| cient, and is of great uſe to this « 5 but if ſuch 
"Combinations: as theſe d xe from: their fiplt 
Inſtitution, and by the Fyranny and Encroach- 


ments.of ſome uſurping Biſhops is improved itito-2 


 Femporal Monarchy, and'invaſion upon the inhe- 


rent Rights. and: Liberties of all other' Biſhops and 
Churches, I would deſire toknow-why theſe Op- 
preſſed Biſhops and Churches may not vindicate 


- their own Rights and Liberties, andicaſt off ſuch 


— Ed, 
do, you'l ſay, when ſuch a Superiority and: Suk 

ore of ELurches is Ordered and Decreed by 
general.Conncils, which 1s the Supream; Authority 
m the Church, no- change nor alteration. can be 
made but by an equal Authority 3 and: therefore 
no- particular Biſhops or Churches can rejet any 


_ fach Juriſdiction, unleſs it be revoked by a gene. 


ral: Council, without the guilt of Schiſm. 
_— A Let 9 — uy 
poſe . an aſpiring Biſhop has. uſurped fuch. an 
Authority, as. was RO nay young him by 
any Council; that he has improved: a Primacy of 
order. (which. yet. is more: thaw the: Nireze/Canons 
granted tq-the Biſhop of Rome) into a Supremacy 
of Juriſdiftion, and has enlarged his Patriaschate 
beyortd. its original Bounds, . may not: that be- ta- 
ken away-without - a” general Council, which was 
uſurped; mdced: but fiever given? |. > £ 
2ly, Suppoſe: a. general Counal. had granted 
what it- had' no. right: to give ; as it: muſt have 
done, if ever- any- general Council: had! granted 


- or confirmed: the: Popes Pretenſions, of. being. the 


Univerfat Biſhop: and: viſible Head: of: the Charch, 
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and ney away benny; na and Powers, whi 
are mherent Mm every Church, and inſeparable 
from the Epiſcopal Office. For it is not in Eccle- 
fialtical as it in Civil Rights ; Men may irrevo- 
cably grant away their own Civil Rights and Li- 
berties, but all the Authority in the Church can- - 
not give away it ſelf, nor rom the whole intire 
Epiſcopacy, with all the Rights and Powers of 
it, to any one Biſhop. IF Bi will not ex- 
erciſe that Power which Chriſt has given them, 
they are accountable to their Lord for it3 but 
they cannot give it away, neither from them- 
ſelves, nor from their Sacceſſors; for it is theirs 
only to uſe, not to part withz and therefore eve- 
ry Biſhop may reafſume ſuch Rights, though a 
genetal Council ſhould give them- away, becauſe 

the grant is void in it felf. "52M To 
JZly. Eſpecially when the Regular means of Re- 
dreſs is made impoſſible by ſuch Ulſurpations 5 
when the Chriſtian Church is fo inflaved to the 
Will and Pleaſure of one Domineering Biſhop, 
that there can be no general Council unleſs he 
call it, and prefide in it, and confirm it by hisown 
Authority ; and how impofftble it is this way to 
caſt off ſuch an ufarping Power, when the Uſur- 
per muſt be the Judg in his own Caule; I need 
not prove, eſpecially when Chriſtian Princes and 
Bifhops are ſo devoted to the See of Roxe, either 
linked to it by ſecular Interefts, or over-awed by 
Superſtition 3 that it is-in vain to expet that ſuch a 
Council ſhould Redreſs fuch Abuſes, as they them- 
{elves are fond of; or if they would have them 
Q 2 .  Redreſled 
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Redrefſed if they could, yet dare not venture to 
attempt it ; muſt all. Biſhops now and Churches 
quietly ſubmit to ſuch Uſurpations, becauſe the 
greateſt number of them will not, or-dare not, 
vindicate their own Rights? Is it then' unlawful 


. for Chriſtian Biſhops to Exerciſe that Authority 


which Chriſt has given them, and of which they 
muſt give an Account, if they happen to be out- 
voted by. other Biſhops 3 I grant the leſs number 
of Biſhops cannot make Laws for the Univerfal 
Church, in oppoſition to the greater numbers z what- 
ever Conſtitutions owe their Authority to mutual 
Conſent, muſt in all reaſon be confirmed and over- 


' ruled by the greater numbers ; but the leſs num- 


ber, nay any ſingle Biſhop may obſerve the Inſtitu- 
tiofhs of our Saviour, and exerciſe that Authority 
which he has given him, without asking leave of 
general Cound, nay in oppoſition to them; for 
the Authority and Inſtitution of our Saviour is. 
beyond all the general Councils inthe World. 

4. Eſpecially when we have the conſent of much 
the greater number of Biſhops, without their meet- 
ing 1n a general Council. All the Eaſtern Biſhops, 
which are much wore numerous: than the Weſtern, 
I :cannot ſay, have caſt off the Authority of the 
Biſhop of Rowe, becauſe they never owned it, but 
yet they oppoſe and reje&t his Authority, as much 
as the Biſhops of Ezgland do ; arid therefore our 
Reformers in caſting off the. Pope, did nothing . 
but what they had . the Authority of the whole 
Eaſtern Church to juſtifie 3 which I. take to 
be as good as a Council of Weſtern Biſhops, 
though they may call it General : For the Buſineſs 

> | of 
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of a Council in ſuch cafes, is not to conſent to ſome 
new Laws, but to declare ancient -and original 
Rightsz and if we have their authentick Declara- 
tions in this matter, we need- no more : For wedo 
not ſo much want their Authority, as their Judg- 
ment in this Point. It is a very daring thing to op- 
poſe the univerſal Conſent of the whole Chriſtian 
Church; and no private Biſhops, nor National Com- 
bination of Biſhops, would be able to bear up againſt 
ſuch a Prejudice 3 but when we bave the concurrent 
Opinions of the greateſt number of Chriſtian Bi- 
ſhops, we need not much concern our ſelves for 
want of the Formality of a Weſtern Council, who 
are intereſted Parties 3 yes, you'l fay, at leaſt the 
Church of Ezgland was ſubje& to. the Juriſdiftion 


of the Weſtern Patriarch, and therefore ought not. 


to have innovated without the Patriarchal Autho- 
rity, and a Patriarchal Council,” nor fo have reje&- 
ed the Patriarchal Authority, which was confirmed 
by ancient Councils. Now, not to difpute this at 
preſent, Whether Ezgland were ſubject tothe Biſhop 
of Rome, as the Weſtern Patriarch, which it is cer- 
tain our Brittiſh Biſhops, when Auſti» the Monk 
came into Ezgland, would not own; and which 
was never granted by any ancient General Counct : 
and the Submiſſion of the E-gliſb Biſhops afterwards 
by Fear or Flattery, could never give ſuch a Right 
as ſhould oblige all their Succefſours for future Ages; 
yet I fay this Patriarchal Authority is not the Dif- 
pute between the Church of E-glard and the Church 
of Rome. Our Reformers took no notice of the 


Patriarchal Authority, but the Univerſal Headſhip | 


and Supremacy of the Biſhop of Rowe, as is evi- 


a dent | 


See Dr. Stil- 
lingfl. Origines 
Britan. p.106. 
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dent from. the Articles of -our Church, -in whiak 
Bore ve ERIE it :: And this _— 
yrpation as:might be . renonnced, wit the Au- 
thority of afiy Council, as I have rapany Be yaw 
Indeed his Patriarchal. Authority , if he had any, 
neceſſarily” fell with it.: For when he aballenges 
ſach :an - exorbitant Power , fo far exceeding the 
Bounds and Limits of a Patriarchal: Authority , 
and will exerciſe all, if he exerciſe any'!, - and 


' will hold Communion , with none upon any other 


terms, and will not be.confined: to a meer Patriar- 
chal Juriſdiction, we muſt neceſſarily renounce all 
SubjeQion to, him to deliver ourſelves from his U- 
ſurpations 3 when his pretended Patriarchate is {wal- 
lowed up in his Univerſal Headſhip, hemay thank 
himſelf, 1f be forfeits what he might with a bet- 
ter- Appearance make ſome Pretence to, by chal- 
lenging ſo much morethan ever 'was his right.. And 


the Patriarchal Authority it fel could he have 


made any pretencesto it, which he never could over 
the Church of England, which was originally a free 
and independent Church, being but a an Con- 
ſtitution, may be renounced without Schiſm, when 
necellity requires it 3 and certainly, if ever there 
can. be any neceſſity for ſuch a Rupture, it be- 
comes nece{lary then, when it ſwells into a bound- 
lefs, and unlimited Authority, to the Opprefſion of 
the whole Chriſtian Church in her effentiakRights | 
and. Liberties. . Sf rpc? 

Sly. There is one thing more I would have ob- 


|  {eryed for the right ſtating of this Diſpute about 


Schiſm. wiz. the diffexence 'between Schiſm from 
the Catholick Church, -andthe Breach of Ecclefiaſti- 


cal 
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_ eat Communion between different Churches.. In the 
firſt Senſe Schiſm cuts us off from the Body. of Chriſt, 
an#conſequently puts us out of a ſtate of Salvation; 
and thereſies 
- tion from the Communion of the Church in things 
eſſential to Faith, or Worſhip, or Government ; 
jn this ſenſe no man can be a Schiſmatick, without, 
in fome Degree or other, forteiting his Chriſtianity, 
and his eſſential Right to Chriſtian Communion. . 

Ecclefiaſtical Communion is the. Union of ſeve- 
ral diftin& Churches into one Eccleſiaſtical Body 
for-murual Advice and Counſel, and the more pure 
Adminiftrationof Diſcipline. When ſeveral Biſhops 
who have originally all the ſame Authority in the 
Government of their: ſeveral Churches, beſtow-dif- 
ferent Powers on fome Biſhogs, whom they advance 
above others with: the. Title and Authority of Me- 
tropotitans, or Patriarchs, with a Power of calling 


Synods, and: receiving Appeals, and. the principal 


Authority of Ordinations 3 and-govern their ſeveral 
Churches by ſach Ecclefiaftical Laws, as are agreed: 
on- by common Conſent, ar the major Vate, This 
is a very uſeful Conſtitution, and of great Antiquity 
it the Church, if it had” not its beginning inthe A- 
poſtles times3 and. for any, Biſhop ar Church. cauſe- 
lefsly to break fuch a Confederacy as this, RF a very; 


great-Evil, 'and has the Guilt and Crime of Sqhifm 5. 


but- yet it does'not ſeem to be ſuch a Schiſm- as. di- 
' vides the intrinfick Unity of the Catholick Church, 
and cuts off ſuch a.Church from the Body. of Chriſt, 
For theUnity of the Cathalick Church conſiftsinone 
Faith. and Worſhip,” and' Charity, and ſuch an ex-- 


it can. be nothing leſs than a Separa- 


ternaF Communion; when' occaſion offers, ſhows.. - 
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that we' are aft the Diſciples of the ſame common 


Lord and Saviourg and own each other for Brethren; 


but the Church may be the oe Body of Chriſt, 
without being oze Eccleſiaſtical Body, under one 'go- 
verning Head, which it is impoſſible the whole Chri- 
ftian Church ſhould be ; and therefore a Church 
which divides. it ſelf from that Eccleſiaſtical Bedy, 
to which it did once belong; if it have juſt and ne- 
ceſlary Reaſons for what it does, is wholly blame- 
leſs, nay, commendable for.it;* if it have not, it fins | 
according to 'the nature and aggravation of the 
Crime 3 but ſtill may be a Member of the Catholick 
Church, and till enjoy all the Priviledges of a true 
Catholick Church, the Communion of Saints, the For- 
giveneſs of Sins, and the Promiſes of everlaſting Life s 
Which fhows us how the holy Catholick Church 
in the Creed may beOze, notwithſtanding all thoſe 
- Diviſions of Chriſtendom, which are occalioned by 
the Quarrels of Biſhops, andthe Diſputes about Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Canons, and Ecclefiaſtical Juriſdiction. ' 
Thoſe who are the Beginners or Fomentors of ſuch 
Diviſions, ſhall anſwer it to their Lord and Judge, 
as they ſhall all their other perſonal Miſcarriages : 
but it would be very hard, if ſach a Church, which 
in its Faith and Worſhip is truly Catholick, ſhould 
be cutgff from the Body of, Chriſt, and all 4he 
Members of it put out of a State of Salvation, be- 
cauſe the Biſhops and Paſtors of ſach Churches 
think fit to divide themſelves from that Eccleſiaſti- 
cal Body, to which they were united by Cuſtom, 
or ancient Canons, Now this is the moſt they can 
make of our forſaking the Eccleſiaſtical Commu- 
mon of the Church of Rowe; That . we have "a 

DIY vided 
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vided our ſelves from the Biſhop of Rowe, towhom 
by Cuſtom, or ſome pretended Canons, we owed 
Obedience: and SubjeQion 3 which I have proved to 
be very innocent in us, becauſe it was neceſlary : But 
ſuppoſe it were a cauſeleſs and criminal Separation, 
yet"it is only an Eccleliaitical Schiſm, which does 
' not ſeparate us from the Catholick Church, though 

it does from that Eccleſiaſtical Body, of which the 
Biſhop of Roxre makes himlelf the: Head. 

This, I think, is a/ſufficient. Juſtification of the 
Church -of Ezgland in rejefting the Authority of 
the Church 'of Rowe; and her reforming the Errors 
and Corruptions of Faith and Worſhip, needs no 
defence at all, though there were never a pure and 
reformed Church in the World beſides her (elf. For 
I would deſire our Author to tell me, whether it be 
a fault to reform the Corruptions_ of Faith and 
Worſhip. Can it be a fault then to believe as Chriſt 
bas taught, and to worſhip God as he has preſcribed ? 
Is it poſſible that the true Catholick Faith and Wor- 
(hip ſhould ever be a Crime? if it be not, then ic 
can be no fault to make the Dodrines and Inſtitu- 
tions of our Saviour, the Rule of our Faith and 
Worſhip; and that is allthat'we mean by reforming ; 
Not to. mend Chriſtian Religion, but to return to 
Primitive Chriſtianity. To caſt ſuch Do&trines out of 
our Creed,as Chriſt never taught,and to reje& all new 
and ſaſpected Worſhips : And if it be always a Duty 
to profeſs whatChriſt and his Apoſtles have taught,and 
to practiſe as they have commanded ; then if ever 
we believed or practiſed otherwiſe, it is neceſſary to 
reform; which is not in a proper ſenſe to reform the 
Church, or the Chriſtian Faith and Worſhip, but to 

: R reform 
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reform our ſelves. For the Chriſtian Faith-and 
Worſhipis pak the ſame 3 and if therebe any thi 
to be reformed, it muſt be our own Errors 
Miſtakes. eb ? 

What then is the Fault of the Church of Ezg- 
land> Why cannot ſhe be a myſtical Member of 
Chriſt in Catholick, Onity, or a charitable part of the 
Catholick, Church > The Charge is drawn up againſt 
her, under three Heads. 1. That be voluntarily ſe- 
parates from all other Chriſtian Societies. 2. Con- 
demns their DaFrines Rights... 3.. Has no vi- 
ſible Correſpondence with them in the Enchariſt, nor 
in any religiogs Aſſemblies, nor ſolemn Devotions. 
Let us conſider thele diſtinRly. 

I. The Church of Exgland voluntarily ſeparates 
from all other Chriitian Societies. This I told him 
was falſe as to matter of Fa&; for there are a great 
many Chriſtian Societies which we can, and do hold 

Communion with, as opportunity ſerves; and he 
can never make good this Charge, but by denying, 

_ thatthereareany other Chriſtian Societies beſides the 
Church of Rome ; which, I ſuppoſe, is what he in- 
tends. Well! we do ſeparate, he fays, and that 
voluntarily from the Church. of Rozve, that is, from 
all Chriſtian Societies. Now I grant we do ſepa- 
rate from theBiſhop and the Church of Rowe, con- 
ſidered asthe Principle and Center of Catholick U]- 
nity, as obſerved before 3 but conſidered as a Chri. 
ſtian Church, fo I deny, that we ſeparate from the 
Church of Rome, or any other Chriſtian Church, 
as far as they are Chriſtian, and we are bound to 
communicate. with them no farther. For, I pray, 
conſider what Chriſtian Communion is, which cer- 

tainly 
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__taitily is nothing elſe but to communicate in the 
true Chriſtian Faith and Worſhip; for to communi- 
cate in Judaiſm, Paganiſm, Mahumatiſm , or any 
unchriſtian Do&rines or Practices, certainly is not 
Chriſtian Communion : And therefore every Church 
1s more: or leſs perfe@ in Chriſtian Communion, ac- 
cording to the Purity and Perfe&ion of her Faith 
and Worſhip, If then the Church of Erglazd pro- 
felles the true Chriſtian Faith, and worſhips God 
according to the Goſpel of his Son, without any 
corrupt Mixtures and Innovations, as far as true 
Faith and Worſhip reaches, ſhe is in Communion 
with all the Chriſtian Churches in the World 5 for 
{he agrees with them in all that they believe or 
praQtiſe, which is truly Chriſtian, and Chriſtian 
Communion extends/no farther. - - 

Well; -but when the whole Church was agreed 

in Faith and Worſhip, we broke this Bond of Unity 

by a- pretended Reformation. Suppoſe this, the 

Queſtion ſtill is, Whether this Unity of the Church 

was a Chriſtian Communion? for if it were not, it 
is no Separation from the Chriſtian Church, to leave | 
its Communion in thoſe things which are not Chri- 
ſtian : And therefore the whole Controverfie will 
{till turn upon this Point, whether the Reformation 
of the Church of Exgl/and be a true Goſpel Refor- 
mation'3: for if we reformed nothing but what 
ought to be reformed, then we ſeparated no far- 
ther than we ought to ſeparate z and ſuch a Sepa- 
ration, if you will call it a Separation, I hope, is no 
Crime. Did Elias ſeparate from the Jewiſh Church, 
becauſe he broke their Unity in the Worſhip of 
Baal, and reduced them to the Inſtitutions of the 
R a Moſaick 


4 we ” DIET ON a oben rt 
Ss 42 oe ie EEE Fed Ee JOLIE EE OIEES. Or Sn ge RS 29, » 
Edad 5 of, + £28 at” Fs : DS TEENS YER 0 ty a 2 Se NO Rn 
S7'>; TRAnee"Y3 - "AN : Of  OESSSs LES IN _ OSS ; ah ? be « 
\ =, < 4 
wF-- $ ; 


128 , A Summaryof the Controverſies between the 


Moiſaick, Law, which was the Standard of their 
Religion and Communion 2 -Juſt ſo the Church of 
England ſeparated from the Chureh -of Rome, by 
rejeing thoſe Articles of Faith, and Forms of Wor- 
{:ip, which are not Chriſtian. Some kind of Se- 
paration indeed there muſt -be between a pureand 
a. corrupt Church, but if you would know on 
which ſide the Separation 1s criminal, you muſt 
couſider on which ſide the corruption is; for necef- 
fry Truths can. never. make a criminal Separation, 
The Church which forſakes the Truth, is always 
uilty of the Separaticn, not the Church which for- 
kes Errors 3 and therefore it is a ridiculous thing 
to charge thoſe with the Schiſm, who only- forſake 
the Company, when thoſe are the Schiſmaticks , 
who forſake the Truth. And yet this. is the ' only 
pretence for. the Church of Rome to charge us with 
Schiſm, ,Fhat they did not leave us, but we left them ; 
they kept. where they were, and we went. out 
from among them, and forſook their Communion ; 
but it was becauſe they had firſt forſaken the Apo- 
ſtolick Communion, by corrupting the Apoſtolick 
-. Faith and Worſhip. They were the Deſerters and 
Separatiſts, we only returned to the true Chriſtian 
Commnnion, and were very ſorry toleave them be- 
hind us. The ſhort of it is this, 1f we cannot juſti- 
te our Reformation, we are Schiſmaticks; ifwe can; 
vieare none: And I. would deſire all-Proteſtants to 
take notice of this ſhort Anſwer, and ſtick toit;. for 
It is as certain as, any Demonſtration 1n Exclid, that: 
no man can be a Schiſmatick, who forfakes no Socie- 
ty of Chriſtians, any farther than-: they forſake-rhe 
Truth. "ST | | 
' Iv 
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2, The next charge is, that. we condemn their 
DoGrines and their Rights; but do we condemn 
any thing which ought not to be condemned >. 
if we do it is indeed a fault 3 but if we don't, 
why are we blamcd for-ir ? | | 

3. We have 20. viſible Correſpondence with them in 
the Euchariſt, nor in any Religiows Aſſemblies, nor © 
Solemn Devotions. How ſo ? we vilibly receive 
the Euchariſt our ſelves, and perform our Solemn 
Devotions 'in Publick Aſſemblies, and this is to 
Communicate with the whole Chriſtian Church in 
the ſame Sacraments and Worſhip, and. the onlv 
way that diſtant Churches have'to Communicate 
with each other in Sacraments and Worſhip; un- 
leſs he thinks the Church of Ezgland mult travel 
into France, and Spain, and Italy, into Greece and 
Egypt, and all other remote Churches to Commu- 
nicate with them. F 

No, but when their Worfhip is brought home 
to us, we refuſe to joyn with them 3 right ! for 
according to the Laws of Catholick Communion, 

when they are in Ezgland they ought to Commu- 
nicate with us, not we with. them, according to Sr. 
Auſtins Rule, to obſerve the Rights and Uſages of 
the Church, whither ſoever we come, as far as they 
are lnnocent ; if we denied to receive them to our 
Communion, they. might with better reaſon charge 
us with Schiſm 3 but we. are.not bound to -forlake 
the Communion of our own Church to follow Fc-: 
rcign Cuſtoms at home. | 

* But-when we do come where their Worſhip is. 

the Eſtabliſhed Religion, we ſtill refuſe to Com-. 
municate with. themz we do ſo indeed with the 
Roman 
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Roman Church, but hot with all other Chriſtian 
Societies; and the Reaſon is, becauſe we believe 


- their Worſhip is finful, and no Chriſtian is botind 


to Communicate in a ſinful Worſhip, as they them- 
ſelves muſt grant : So that ſtill this whole Contro- 
very iſſues 11 this, whether the Terms of their 
Communion' be not ſinful ; if they be, this will 


_ zuftifie our Non-communion ' with them 5 if they 


be not, we are Schiſmaticks, and by this we are 
willing to ſtand or fall. | & 

So that this charge of Schiſm upon the Church 
of England is very abſurd and ridiculous, unlefs 
they can charge us with Sthiſmatical Dodrines 
and Praftices; if we ſeparate for the ſake of a 


Corrupt Faith or Worſhip, we are Schiſmaticks 


indeed; but if we ſeparate, only becauſe we will 


'not profeſs any Erroneous rines, nor ' Cott« 


municate in a corrupt Worſhip, unleſs the true 
Faith and true Worſhip can make Men Schiſ- 
maticks, we may very ſecurely ſcorn ſuch an Ac- 
cuſation, | 

And it is as impertinent a Queſtion to ask us 
what Church we joyned in Communion with when 
we forſook the Communion of the Church of 
Rome : For if ” Jjoyning in Communion with o- 
ther Churches, ithey mean uniting our ſelves in one 
Eccleſiaſtical Body with them, putting our ſelves 
under the Government of - any other Patriarch, 
ſo we joyned in Communion with no other 
Church, and there was no reafon we ſhould ; for 
we were Originally a free independent Church, 
which owed no Subjeftion ' to -any other 


Church, but had a plenary Power to decide all. 


Controverſies 
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Controverſies among . our ſelves, without appeal- 

ing .to any foreign Juriſditionz and when we 
had delivered our ſelves from one Utlurper, there 
was 00 reaſon to. court a new one, this not being 
| neceſſary to Catholick Unity and Communion. 

If by jayning in Communion with other Chur- 
ches, they mean, what other Churches we made- 
the Pattern of our Reformation, we freely confeſs 
we made no Church of that Age our Pattern ; 
but I think we did much better, for we made the 
Scriptures our-Rule, and the Primitive and Apo- 
ſtolick Churches our Pattern, which we take to be 
a more Infallible diretion than the Example of 
any Church then or now : If we muſt have been 
confined to the Faith and PraGtiſe of other Chur- 
ches then in being, without regard to a more fſn- 
fallible Rule, and a more unqueſtionable Autho- 
rity,. I confeſs, I ſhould have to have con- 
tinued in the Church of Rowe, which had the 
moſt viſible and flouriſhing Authority of any o- 
ther Church at that time 3 but our Reformers did 
believe, and very rightly, that ' no Church had . 
any Authority againſk the Scriptures and Primt- 
tive Practiſe, and then they were not concerned 
to enquire whether any other Church did in all 
things. believe and pradtiſe. as they taught, but 
what the Faith and Pradtice of the Apoſtles and 
their - immediate Succeſſors was 3 and yet they ve- 

ry well know, that moſt of thoſe Dodtrines and | 
Praiſes, which they condemned in the Church 
of Rome, were condemned by other Churches al- 
- fo, though it may be: thoſe other Churches might 
have ſome lefs Errors and Corruptions of their 
OWN. 
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own. If the Scriptures and the Example of the 
Prim tive Churches be a ſufficient Authority to © 
-juſtifie a Reformation, then the Church of Exg- 
- land is blameleſs, - though no.other Church in the 
World followed this Pattern: but our ſelves ; for 
this is the Rule and Pattern which they ought all 
to follow, . and if they do not, it is not we 
are to blame, but. themſelves. EET Wo 
 . : And yet what if I ſhould ſay, that' our Refor- 
mers made the Church of Rowe her ſelf, the' Pat- 
tern of our Reformation 3: and indeed' this is the 
plain truth. of the Caſe. For we framed no new 
Creeds, no new Articles of Faith, no new Forms 
of Worſhip, no new. Models of Government, but 
retained all that-is Ancient and Apoſtolick in the 
Church of Rome, and only reje&ed thoſe Cor- 
ruptions and Innovations, which were introduced 
in ſeveral Ages, and. confirmed all together by 
the Council of Trext. Our Faith is contained 
*1n the. Apoſiles, Nicere, Athanaſian Creeds, which 
are all owned by the Church of Rowe, and were 
the Ancient Faith of ' the Catholick Church. 
We own the two Chriſtian Sacraments, Baptiſm 
and the Lords Supper, - which were expreſly Inſti- 
tuted by our Saviour himſelf, and which the Church 
of Rome owns. We Worſhip one God through 
Jeſus Chriſt, who is that one Mediator between 
God and Man, as the Church of: Rowe confeſſes, 
though ſhe _ in -a great many other Media- 
tors by the help of a diftintion. Our publick 
Liturgie is ſo conformed to the Ancient Liturgies 
| of the Roman Church, that it has been often ob- 
jected to w, though very peeviſhly and abſurdly, 


by 


es Ch. of \England and the Ch.-of Rome. 


by. Difſenters, that our Common Prayer is taken 
out of the Maſs Book : Our Litanjes, Colleds, 
que; are —— rey ware _ - the old 

tin Liturgies, only we have changed the Popiſh 
Legends' into Leflons out of the Old and New 
| Teſtaments, and; have left out Prayers to Saints, 
and all the Corruptions of the Maſs, and other 
- Superſtitions : So that 'jin Truth the Church of 
England's the exat Reſemblance of the Church of 
Rome in her ſtate of Primitive-Purity, before her 
Faith: and Worſhip were corrupted with new and 
ſuperſtitions Additions; and it | is; plain that chis 
was the Rule of our Reformation, not to form 
and: model a new Church, but only to Purge the 
Church from all 'new Corruptions, and to leave 
the' old Foundations and Building as it was z and 
if we have indeed: retained all that is Ancient and 
Apoſtolick in the Church of Rove, and rejected 
nothing but Innovations in Faith, and Corrupti- 
ons. in. Worſhips they need not enquire for a 
Church which. believes all that we . do, for the 
Church of Rowe: her: ſelf does fo, and if they be- 
lieve more than: they. ſhould, it's. no fault that 
. we do not believe all that they do; and therefore 
' we had no need to ſeek for- any other Church to 
joyn with 3 for we ſtaid where we were, and did 
not leave. our. Church, but. Reform it 3 and. a Man 
who does not pull down his. Houſe, butonly clean- 
fs it, and makes it a more wholſom Habitation, 
needs not inquire for a new Houſe to dyell 
i. 
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Anſwer to 
Requeſts 


To conclude this Argument, our pofitive Faith 
and Worſhip: is the fame fill with the:Church :of 
Romes, and therefore they | cannot blame us for'ity 
and in thoſe Dodqrines and PraQtices wherein we 
have forſaken the Church of Roxze, we ' have _ the 
Authority and PraQtice of moſt. other Churches to 
juſtifie:us, which do not .own: the: Supremacy of 
the 'Pope, nor Tranſubſtantiation, nor; Purgatory, 
nor Communion in-one: kind, nor Latin Service, 
nor the Worſhip of. Images, *with ſeveral / other of 
the Trent Innovatiqns : So-that'in. truth we: are ſo 
far from : ſeparating from: all :Chriſtian- Societies, 
that. there are few things. it our Reformation; but 
what are owned: and juſtified + either by the 
Church-of Rome her ſelf, or by ſome other Chur- 
ches;z not to take notice naw, that'there are few 


things in our Reformation:;but: what ſome Doors 


of the Roman: Cammunion;! have>'either' juſtified, 
or ſpoke modeſtly: of. TR7 cried 
6. The whole Clergy of the Catholick - Church may 


| Apoſtatize from: Fundamental Truth 'and Holineſs, 


whilſt part of a . National Laity may 'preſerve both, 
diſcover the Clergies defection,” and depriving then 
heap to themſelues Teachers of their own. ſending and 
inſirufion. b: 

In Anſwer to this I told him, that if by this he 
meant, that the whole Clergy of the Chriſtian World 
did at the time of the Reformation maintain the Do. 
Grines of the Church of Rome, which were rejeed 
and condemned only by a Major Vote of a Parliament 
of Lay-men in England, all the World knew how 
falſe it is. For, 1. There were many other Chyrches, 


and 


«ls 
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aud. better | parts of the Catholick, Church 'than the 
Church'of Rome; which did” not” own'thoſe DoFrines 
and Corrnptions, 'which we''rejef#. 2. Nay the whole 


| Clergy''of the Roman Church tid wot, for many of 


our 'Engliſh Biſhops and Clergy were as Zealous for 
the; Reformation as any Lay-men; ſo were the Ger- 
man: ;Reformers;' who were Originally Popiſh Monks 
and. Prieſts;-and yet did not follow the Laity, but 
lead them way to the Reformation. 

In reply to this, he ſays, 1 manifeſt my ſelf mean- 
ly verſed 


Proteſtancy 


in the S tory of my own Party, or no friend — = 


to Ingenuity and Truth. | For it is certainly true and Proofs. 


atteſted by Proteſtant Hiſtorianus and Records, that 
all the Biſþops, and the whole Convocation declared 
againſt Lay-ſupremacy and other Proteſtant Points, 
and for Non-compliance therewith were almoſt all depri- 
. wedy the Queen and her Lay-Parliament enaGing 
| Supremacy, whereby ſhe impoſed new Do@rines, diſ- 
placed the Catholick, Clergy, © and” created Prelatich 
Miniſters. ' And whether he or I be moſt in the 
right let the Reader 'Judg. For, 1. It is plain I 
did not ſpeak only af the Clergy of Ergland, but 
of the whole Clergy 'of the Catholick, Church, as he 
. himſelf ſtated the Queſtion ; and he anſwers only 
to the Clergy of Exgland, and with what Truth 
ſhall be examined preſently : For if the whole 
Cl of the Catholick Church have not Apoſta- 
tized, whatever the: Clergy of the Church of 
Rome has done, he -loſes the very Foundation of 
his Requeſt to us, to prove that the whole Cler- 
gy of the Catholick Church have Apoſtatized fron 
Fundamentd Truth and Holineſs, tor we are not 
| gk 


bound - 


OR 
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bound to prove that which is falſez but he. who 

allows. no Catheljok.. Charch.;hat - the) Chureks.of 

| Rome, muſt conſequently allow'no -Clergy*of the 

Catholick Church, : but -the. Roman Clergy; but 

we grant neither one-nor t!other 3 and: yetias- 1 

ſhowed the Roman Clergy themſelves: were the 

firſt Reforqeys 3 and therefore what be--infinuates 

cannot. be 'true, that the ;whole |Ramer Clergy 

oppoſed the Romaz  Laity - 1n | ther Refor- 
. mation. | | | 7 

2. As for the Exngliſ Reformation, he confines 

it in his Amer only | to the 'Story : of Queen 

Elizabeth, and what was done in her Reignz but 

the Article he would have proved, and the An- 

ſwer I gave 'to it has no ſuch limitation; and I 

muſt (ll repeat, that all the World knows, and, 

the Hiſtories and Records. of our Church affure us, 

that the Popiſh Biſhops and Convocation in Hewry 

the Eight's days did acknowledg the Kings Supre- 

macy, and in higher Terms than Queen ipncherh 

_ would challenge it. Indeed the: late Oxford Wri- 
Church ®®* ter, or rather Publiſher of Bogks;:charges this u 

Part. 5- on that force they were under 3 that is, that. the 
Enelifo —_ - Clergy was taken in a Pramunire, and the Ki 

4 "*** would not compound the Bufinefs with them, 'un- 

le6 they acknowledged him to. be the Head of 

the Church, But does this prove that they did 

not make this Recognition ? if force or flattery 

can corrupt the whole Clergy 3 then: it ſeems the 

whole Clergy of the (Rowaz) Catholick Church 

may Apoſtatize from Fundamental Truth and Ho- 

linefs, if they fall firſt into a Pramuvire, and meet 

| | | with. 


= 
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with a King who will take the Advantage of it ; 
and are not the Clergy then 'admirable Guide to 
follow ? eſpecially if. they can be fo over-awed, as 
not only-to make fach a Profeſſion, but to Write 
and Diſpute for it, and uſe all variety of Argu- 
ments-to per{yade People to believe it. 


a The Toftitution For the neceſſary Erudition of 4 Burnets Hiſto- 
Chriſtian wan, was agreed on in Convocation, and ry of theRe- 
publiſhed by Authority. Biſhop Gardiner wrote a moan, 
Book de vera Obedientia, to which Bonner prefixed 2. p. 137- 


a Preface upon theſame —_— Stokeſly, Biſhop 
_ of Loxdox, and Toxſta! Biſhop of Dyreſw, wrote in 
defence of the Kings Proceedings, to Cardinal Poo! 3 
and many Sermons were preached by ſeveral Biſhops 
to the ſame purpoſe 3 out of which Dr. Burnet has 
colleted the Arguments uſed by them, both againſt 


the Power of the Pope, and for the Supremacy of 


the King : And during that Seſſion of Parliament, 
which took away the Power of the Pope in the 
year 1534. A Biſhop preached every Sunday at 
St. PauPs Croſs, and taught the People, that the 
Pope had no Authority in Ezgland. Was all this. 
matter of force too, and fear of the Premuzire, 
which was pardoned in Parliament, Arno 1531, 
three years before? | 
-- Let us, now conſider what paſled under Queen 
Elizabeth: And:methinks, what was good Dodrine 
in King Herry's time, ſhould be good Do&rine (till : 
and yet it istrue, that many Biſhops then did pro- 
teſt againſt the Ac for Supremacy, and refuſed the 
Oath'When'it was offered. them. and. that many. of 
thoſe Biſhops who had wrote, or preached for it be- 


fore- 


—— 
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fore, ſuch as Boxwer, Biſhop.of London, and: Tonftal | 
_ of Dureſ#, which ſeems to leſſen, their. Authority. 
in this matter; and when the Nation had ſo lately: 
had the ſenſe of the whole Exgiiſh Rvmar. Clergy.in. 
this Point,their preſent obſtinacy to confirm their for-. 
mer Opinions,without anſwering their formerReaſons, 
was no ſufficient cauſe why a Lay-Parliament ſhould 
not renew ſuch Laws without the conſent .of the, 
Clergy, which were at firſt made. with it: not. a 
Biſhop diſſenting, excepting Fiſher Biſhop. of Ro- 
' cheſter: And whereas he talks in ſuch a ſtrain, as if 
this were oppoſed by the whole Clergy, and..that 
they were almoſt all deprived for-it, the account 
whichthe Viſiters gave the Queen, is very different, 
that of 9400 beneficed Men in Exgland, there w2re 
no .morebut fourteen Biſhops, {1x Abbots, twelve 
Deans, twelve Archdeacons, fifteen Heads of Col- 
ledges, fifty Prebendaries, and eighty Refors of 
Pariſhes, that had left-their Benefices upon account 
of Religion, which is a very inconfiderable number 
to the whole. 

3. I anſwered farther, That we do wot ſay, that the 
Roman Church her ſelf has apoſtatized from funda- 
mental Truth and ns e do grant, that they 
have retained the true Faith and Worſtip of Chriſt, 
though they have fatally corrupted both by Additions 
of their own, And therefore we are: not bound. to 
prove, that the whole Clergy of the Catholich .Chnrch 
may apoſtatize from fundamental Truth and Holineſs 
for we do not ſay they did. | | 
All that he replies to this, is, That this Apoſtacy 
( at the leaſt ) is taught inthe 19 and 21 Articles and 

| Homilies 


£ 
« — 
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Homilies againſt the Peril of Idolatry. That is to 
ſay "(for 1 ſuppoſe that is his' meaning ) that the 
Church: of Exgland charges the Church of Rome 
with Idolatry, and Idolatry is an Apoſtacy from fun- 
damental Truth and Holineſs. But if men may be 
guilty. of ſome kinds of Idolatry, and of very great 
corruptions'1n Faith and Worſhip, without denying 
any fundamental Article of the Chriſtian Faith, 
then Idolatry it ſelf does not prove ſuch an Apoſta- 
cy from fundamental Truth. And this is the opinion 
of thoſe . who own the Church of Rowe a true, 
though a corrupt Church, notwithſtanding they 
charge her with idolatrous Praftices. For they con- 
ſider, that the Jewiſh Church was guilty of Idola- 
try in the Worſhip of the Golden Calf, and the 
Calves at ' Dar and Bethel, and yet were a true 
Church ſtill; becaufe they worſhipped only the 
true God, the God of Iſrael, though in an 1dola- 
trous manner. And I would adviſe our Author 
not to infiſt too peremptorily on this, That Ido- 
latey is an Apoſtacy from fundamental Truth, 
till he is ſure that he can clear himſelf and his 
Church from the charge of Idolatry. . I know very. 
well- what he aims at, to diſprove the charge of 
Idolatry, becauſe Idolatry is an Apoſtacy from fun- 
damental Truth and Holineſs ; and thus the Church 
cannot | apoſtatize,, and therefore cannot commit 
Idolatrysz which is like their proving, that the 
Church has not erred, becauſe it cannot err. — 
Whereas if de fa&o it appears that the Church 
has erred, that-1s a Demonſtration that it can err. 
Thus if de. faFo it appears that the Church. is guilty. 
(0 
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of Idolatry, this s 2 Demonſtration, that either 
{dolatry is not ſuch a fundamental Apoſtacy,'or 
that the Church may fall into ſuch an Apoſtacy. 
Thoſe who fay, that Idolatry is not fuch an Apo- 
ſtacy, are not bound to prove that the Church 
may fall- into ſach an Apoſtacy from fundamental 
Truth, to make good their. charge of Idolatry. 
Thoſe who ſay, that Idolatry is ſuch an Apoſtacy, 
are bound to prove, either direQly, that the Charch 
is not guilty of Idolatry, or by conſequence that ſhe 
cannot be, becauſe ſhe cannot apoſtatize from fun- 
damental Truth : ſo that the Proof lies on their fide, 
not on oursz we are not bound to prove that the 
Church may apoſtatize from fundamental Truth 
and Holineſs, becauſe we have no occaſion to ſay 
it may; but they are bound to- prove that the 
Church cannot fo apoſtatize, becauſe it is the beſ? 
defence they have againſt the charge of Idola- 


try. | 

Sur I cannot paſs on without briefly confider- 
ing the nature of this. Argument, to prove that 
a_ thing is not, upon a pretence that it cannot be, 
when there 1s all other poſſible evidence to prove 
that it is3” which is now. the modiſh and popular 
way of diſputing, and the very laſt refuge of the 


 Church'of Rowe. If you charge them with Errors 


and Corruptions in Faith and Worſhip, and prove 
your charge beyond the poſlibility of a fair Reply, 
= preſently take ſanQuary in the IndefeRibility 
or Infallibility of their Church. Their Church can- 
not err, becauſe the Council, or Pope, or at kaſt 
both of them together, are infallible: Or, as others 


« OVERS OE > 4.4 ; &>4 "Woo." 0 OT IN RS. DD "* 
Ot: EEO rh þ- LN "TOW DE BINS ad Ge bt HT. -2 4 iz x6dis WY x Sb Ke. 1 2 E a} 
s b)] 3 I wo OE SAT VX TY. a OT... 12 He Pa "5 BS. Ya "I" 
0 3 I 24 of: ' L - . 
S*: 2 - , e « £ 7 , 4, * ' 
6 F#” he » 
«5 - s 


— C—— | — — _— FERna — _ area _ a _ 
Ch. of England; and the Ch."of Rome. 


—_— 


© fay, Tradition is infallible; for the Church muſk 
- briieve' today, wsitdid yelterdiy, ,3hd to morrow 
| | as irdves to day, and fo from ole Generation to 


$ 


another 5=and' therefore it 'is impoſlible there ever- 


ſhould be'ariy change in the Faith of the Church. 
The Church'cannot be ink. of Idolatry, becauſe 
it cannot-apoſtatize from fundamental Truth and 
Holineſs; and fon other caſes: And therefore the 
_ way they take. with their 'new Converts, is not to 
diſpute particular Controverſies, but iaſtru& chem 

in this one Point, which puts an' end to all 
other Diſputes, That the Church cannot err, and 


cannot apoſtatize from fundamental Truth and Ho- 


lineſs 3 and: then it is certain, whatever ſhe teaches, 
ſhe cannot-err 3 and whatever ſhe does, is not A- 
_' poſtacy. Now not to ſhow at preſent how vainly 
the Church of Rove challenges to her ſclfe the 
Title, Priviledges,and Prerogatives of the Catholick 
Church,and appropriates all thoſe Promiſes to her (elf, 


'which were made to the Church in general ; nor to 


examine"the meaning of thoſe Texts, whereon' ſhe 
founds this pretence of Infallibility, I ſhall only 
conſider, -whether this Plea, the Church cannot err, 
therefore ſhe has not erred; the Church cannot 
apoſtatize . from fundamental Truth and Holineſs, 
therefore ſhe is not guilty of Idolatry 3 which, fay 
they, is fuch an Apoſtacy, be ſufficient to farisfie 
any honeſt inquiſitive man, who can. read the 
Scriptures, and compare what the Church now be- 
lieves and pradiſes, with the DoGtines and Inſticu- 
tions of our Saviour. For, | | 
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, Errprs. and  Corguptions' are po-!. 
fly” zough, but in any; one inftagce, | 
ſhe eannbt $5, l_ky.cyſpare againſt matter of fat,” | 
| like the Philofophers diſputing againſt the poſlibility 
of Motion; and no Argument whatſoever is good 
againft matter of faQ, True, you' ſay, if-ie. were 
notorioully ' evident. that . the, Chynch- has {erted, 
there were an end of her Infallibility ; bur. this is 
matter of diſpute, whether fhe have erred or not, 
and then if you can prove that ſhe. cannoe err, 
you effeQually prove that. ſhe .has not erred. --No 
uch matter 3 for if ſhe be charged with Errors, 
and plain evidence brought, that ſhe: has aQtually 
, Unleſs you can. as plainly take offi this evt 
dence, it weakens and overthirows. al the. Proof 
for Infallibility whatever they .axe3 and therefore 
the pretence of Infallibilicy is of oo uſe in this dif 
\ Pute, but to cheat the ignorant and -unwary ; for 
x IT can prove that ſuch. rinesand Pradtices of 
the Church of Rowe are Errors.and Corruptions; till 
F am fatigied that they are not, I can never believe 
that Church to. be infallible, .which- I can prove 
has erred ; and therefore while .any. charge agaioſt 
the Errors of the Church of Rome remains un- 
anfivered, i is too ſoon ta talk of her Infallibiliry 5 
for aQtual Exror is a ar confutation-of Infallibility,, 
but' the .preterice of Infallibility is not a: juſt! Plea 


EC 
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agaioft the charge of aQual Error 3 becauſe if 'L 
cart ove my charge againſt chem, that have 
erred, that-diſproves their. Infallibility, aod then. 
nathing elſe can prove it :: So. that. 'this Lnfallibility 
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I | Fx a Ir eres a all in this Diſpute, dre 
W -- ther they have erred or not rpg 


tat-they' have erred, 1 ro 
of Infallibilityz 26d whether 
Qot,. is not to be tryed by their felibliey , but 
by ,the Rule of Truth-and Eeror, which are the 
Holy: Scriptures ; -ſo abſurd it'is to think to de- 
termine all the Controverſies now in diſpute among 
us, by:the Chneches Mfallibility.”- 

It. is indeed « moſt certain Truth, that if the 
Church-be-infallible, ſhe cannot err, and therefore 
{he has .nor' erred; nh it is 2s berrainly trne, that 
if-the-Charch has erred? The can etr. and therefore 
is toc infallible.: ' The Roiiniftt alictt the firſt, che 


Proteſtants the ſeeond ; but a js this difference 


between theſe two Pleas, That if Sr hoe mee 
our: charge againſt them; that"t] they: en | 
erred., this is a dire& ard”* 


their: lafallibiliry 5 - but thought itibe "= CO kily 
| true, - that an / infallible Chnrch cannot, - and has 


not erred, yet whatever Proofs they of the 
Churches Mmfallibilicy RAY rey 3 re -nee2 direft Anſwer 


to:thavwharpe | That My 4 and 
can- have nk prove : Wor Ber 


that charged: be cfg; becauſe there can ba «r 
Proof againſt matter of fact.” And: therefore when 
þ begiry Git Proof vfHaſatfibility , they 
at';ethe wrong "end 3” for? whed the Church 

5! with 'Ettor, if if th 'wowl nor loſe their 
labone, parent re ſhe has nor erred, 


_ 


y grove her to-be infallible; for other- 
ct 2x4 tave" "taken to One 


— 


{ Summa 7; E | Garde er berween the 


ber Infallibility,: af they cannot *deliver; Pl FRY 
26S charge jof haying| erred,; their . Labour's loſt, 
and theneloap. it; is beſt, to try; that- firſt 3'wbich 


ſhows ...what' a Sophiſtical {Argument {iti to © 2 


ve that the Church has not erred, becauſe ſhe 
Elio fallible- and cannot err 3. for , they muſt 'firſt 
prove. that, ſhe has not erred;, . before; they: can | 
prove her to. be infalljble ; for rilithis be removed, . 
It is an effeQual Bar to-all .other-Broofe. of Infal- 
libility. And thus their compendious way of making 
Ct _ confuting cr is, nothing _ 
= 1 -@ VLREAT5, an if  men--wou 

Fan and. honeſt. | t6,-they. muſt: notHati 
ter themſelves. with: an. Opinion; of the! :Churches 
 Infallibility, but. muſt examine. the particular Dif- 
Putes between . us, and be thoroughly ſatisfied that 
the Church. ;of Rome. has. not erxed, heſpogt> the 
embrace; hep Communion. . 

2, For if it appear, .that the Church. of Rawe his 
been guilty of Error or Apoſtacy,; this is-a certain 
Demonſtration, that either. thoſe Scripture-promiles 

which 'ſhe. alledges, do not belong | to:herg.or do 
| not ore Eves ro what: LH DE, them » $a ocwhee 


by never td ſhe. ſhould of infallibles . To be | 
ſure. when AG er on 
Texts of. ger are dilputed;/as they: areiþe- 
oven Prone hich is confirmed by.the Even 
t V which is 

and matter TINS: and therefore. if it appear. he 
Church of Rowe has rn, the Proteſtant Inter- 


pPIe- 


and Papiſts, that fide muſt have 
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 pretations of thoſe Texts, Thos «rt Peter, and upon 
this Rock mill I build my Church, and, ſuch like, are 


to be; preferred before,; the Popiſh/ Interpretations, 
aids ip them to the Biſtiops of. Roave,”as the 


Infallible Guides of the Church, eſpecially] when- 
that evidence we have. that the Church has Exred, 
1s:much wore plain and, .notoriqus,: then that Chriſt 
has promiſed that ſhe. ſhall \ not. Err 3 when-the 
, Seripture Proofs; that ithe Church of -Rowe hasEr- 


red .jn ſeyeral Do&rines and. PraQticesi which the | 


cannot.Err., laeed icis-very, happy thee no Man 
| fallibility ..co-the 


tha 
of ' his 
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bits tate by" 


| ravaf.cafg Fo! tha Gut if f he our 


| pre the hw thr E 


__whaveb [- 

bo nr bow 78 made Laws about'1 if | 

Church Go- is"'the -whi "42; © any Fav woe Lhe om 
Pereneeen. Felt the RefSimario. Nr? «te = th 
eerning the dO-' met ripe” way of Reaſoninjy, Uawors 
Exg4jb kefor- rhy: of” Chitin, \poeguly of Chriftiaw Divines4 


' both ſides are echua T5 and yet con \neveobe 
ee, uy 'Tempration to believe neb- 
Knowaiot which: to chooſe, and:car- 


gainlt che plaineſt evidence that ſhe has erred, may 
nake ſone"Men Infidels, but can make no conſide- 
wil "MIN a Roman-Catholich, The 

to'yeturn to our Author, though 1 ehink 1 
tive -n6t left him: all this time, I' gave- a fourth 
Anſwer o:this Ro which he takes no notice 
bly vt T/rhe: fir ft difes —_"—_ Sonwtqus.r rm _ 
ay-mech,” and 
by 2hb-Clerpy, ke Jojned in rode” Refortnation, I 


- food not Gave Hhongle the- Reformation tuer the 


" Fer if the Clergy opens Fav 


_ Ds difinrerefted 
2+ _ ther he Tier "Dowd prot 
and a Nattonat Lai er- Cler 
Pelion and refornr it. wo now the- ny 
»yof Difptri pacing = Ant 'the-Reformation 
ky done b h eonlen thy hy hr 
© f of the Major L 
the'Cler; tio "whicke firſt 
ned ed,” the ym ea 


for not to errifow into the Hiltory of the Refor- 


mation, 


; not poſſibly! believe both. So that to urge the In- 
Guile ofthe Church that ſhe cannot err. a- 


2 
- 


Ch. of England and the Ch. of Rome. 


| mation, which thoſe who pleaſe may learn from 
Dr, Burzet, who has Publiſhed the Authentick Re- 


cords of- the 'moſt material TrahſaQions in it, yet - 


_ Fate | | | 

_ - I: If the Reformation be. good and neceſſary, 
there can want no Authority to reformz and my 

Reaſon is, |becauſe it is Eſtabliſhed by the Autho- 

rity -of Chrift and his Apoſtles, which is a good 


© Authority to this day 3 for to Reſorm Abuſe and - 
Corruptions, ſignifies no more than to Profeſs the - 
| pure- and uncorrupted Faith! and Worſhip of 


pure 

Chriſt s-and I defire ro know whether Chriſt have 
not given ſufficient Authority to every Man todb 
this > or whether there be any Authority in 
Church or State which can de jure forbid the 
doing it, and make it unlawful and irregulr to 
do ſo? if there be, truly Chriſt and his Apoſtles 
' have preached the Goſpel to very little purpoſe, 


_ if we muſt- not believe or praftice as they teach, 
unleſs our Superiors' will give us leave, How. 


could the Goſpel have been ar* firſt planted in the 
World upon theſe Principles ? Jews and Heathens- 


had.a regulae.' Authority among them to deter- | 


mine matters of Religion, and this Authority op« 
poſed" and gondemned the Faith of Chriſt 3 and 
therefore unleſs particular Men had reformed for 
th:mſelves, and jpyned themſelves. to the Fellow- 
ſhip bf the Apoſtles, they mult have contined- 
Jews* or Pagans to this day. For as for what 
our Author ſays, that ſuch « change in Religion 
ought to heve ſome: Soriptare, or beeauſe Extraords- 
wary, ſhonld have Miracles to conmenance' it : _ 
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i { V We.nave- re | | 
wer, we have both, we. have reformed accord 


>. SO 


to the Scriptures, -and: can-Juſtifie our. Faith and 
Worſhip by the Scriptutes, and a.Scripture Refor-- 
mation 1s confirmed: by Miracles, -becauſe the Do- 
&rine of the Goſpel-is fo confirmed ; and we no 
more want new Miracles to *eonfirm- qur*Refor- 
mation, than. to-confirm the . Authority of the - 
Chriſtian. Religion 3 far Reformed: Chriſtianity is 
nothing elſe but | the old Primitive Apoſtolick | 
Chriſtianity 3 and therefore we have the-ſame Au- 


' thority to reform now, which the Apoſtles at firſt 


had'to preach the* Goſpel ; for -their Authority to 
preach. the Goſpel is, and will be to the end: of 
the World, a ſufficient. Authority to. all Men to 


; believe it, and conſequently to renounce -all 
+ Errors and Corruptions .in Faith and-Worſhip; 
- Which are contrary to. it. 


2. As for the Authority of. the. Clergy, what. 
ever it- be, it is certain Chriſt gave them no 
Authority *to preach . any other Goſpel © than | 


what he had taught them, which is the expreſs 


Commiſſion 'which he gave to the Apoſtles them- 
{elves 3 ; and - therefore - whatever | Decrees, ' and 

Definitions . they have made contrary to the 

true Faith and. Worſhip of ' Chriſt, gre void of 

themſelves, and want no Authority to: repeal 
them. . 1 £- D 

As. for. that diſtinQtion between making and de- 

_ Caring new. Articles of Faith, it is a meer piece 
of Sophiltry ; for'if they have the power of de- 

claring, and no.. body. muſt oppoſe them, nor 

judg of their Declarations under the pretence of 

| wn | declaring, 
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declaring, ' they may make as many new- Articles. 
of Faith: as they-pleaſe'; as we: ſee the Council. 
of, Trent has: done: This/ Extravagant Authority 
they :give [to- the. Clergy; of making. Decrees and 
Canons .concerning- Faith and: Worſhip, which 
ſhall oblige the: Laity . to: a blind Obedience and 
implicit Faith, is a moſt: ridiculous pretence, un-, ,_, 
leſs! it; be.. ſupported with: Iofallibilityz and choricy of 
yet you have already heard,: that the pretence of Councils, with 
Infallibility it ſelf, though it 'may filence | thoſe jn*PPendins 
Mens objeftions, : and ſtop 'their farther inquiries the eight The- 
Who. do really - believe it, .yet-itis no defence a- ntubrn— 
| vg the charge. of : Errors, :nor-' a: ſufficient An- cer, 
wer to;that -chaigez and how vaini the” pretence And the 
it ſelf is, has becn abundantly proved in ſome late) "02 Com 
Treatiles; A £48 1967 ihe cs CH43 agll ; 
- This is enough to ſhow how inſignificant that: 
charge 1s:againſt the Reformation, that' thoſe Bi- 
ſhops and: Prieſts 'who were © at *- that "time: in 
Power, 'and were zealouſly addicted to the Inte- 
reſts of: Rowe, would not concur in it, though 
 afterwards.much the: greater numbers ſubmitted 
to-it, and: thereby. gave it an after: confirmation, 
which is as much as they can pretend for *the 
confirmation of ſome of their General Councils. 
I grant, nothing can be looked on as the A& of 
the Clergy, which is not done by a regular Au- 
thority, according to the Rules of that Church, 
nor do we pretend that the Reformation was 
perfected or finiſhed by the-regular Authority * of 
the Popiſh Clergy, though ſeveral of them were 
Zealous in it ; but we ſay it is never the worſe for 
| that 3 
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a true Re 


thatz if they can prove that what we calla Re- 
formarion is. faulty upon ather- Accounts, then we 
will that; to. reform againſt the: conſent of 
did greatly aggravate the Crime:3 but 
mation. were juſt and neceſſary, and 
of Chriſtianity, the diflent of the Clergy could not 


Fs 


and. ought not to hinder it, for they Had no: ſuch © = 
. Authority from; Chriſt, either to corrupt Religion, 


or to hinder the Reformation of it. 

3. The Supreme Authority of any Nation has a 
regular. Authority to. declare what ſhall be the E-. 
ftabliſhed I of that Nation 3 and therefore 
the Queen-and: the Parkament could make the Re- 
formed Religion. the National Religion Eſtabliſhed 
by Law 3 and this is all that we Attribute to Kings 
and Parliaments, We do not juſtife our Reforma - 
tion_becauſe it was confirmed by: the! Authority of 
Parliament, but becauſe it is a le to: Scriptures 
But we: Thank God that he inclined the heart 
of the Queen and Parliamene to Eſtabliſh the Re- 
formation, and heartily pray that he would Qiill 
 -oqg to us and to our: Poſterity for ever. 

LA 


The End. 
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Books lately printed for. Richard Chiſwell. 


JAE Hiſtory of the Reformation of the Church of England; By GILBERT 
BURNET, D.D. in two Volumes, Folio. | 


The Moderation of the Church of E nglazd, in her Reformation, in avoiding all 
'vndue Compliances with Poprry, and other forts of Phanaticiſm, &c. by TIMOTHY 
PULLER, D. D. 0200. : | 


A Difſertarion concerning the Government of the Ancient Charch : more parti- 
culacty of the Encroachiments of the Biſhops of Rome upon other Sees, By 
WILLIAM CAVE, D.D. 084ve. 

An Anſwer ro Mr. Serjeant's | ure Footing in Chriſtianity ] concerning the 
Raleof Faith: With ſome other . ByWILLIAM FALKNER, D.D.4*. 


A Vindication of the Ordinations- of the Chirch of England; in Anſwer to 2 
Paper written by one of the Church of Rome, to prove the Nulliry of our Orders, 
By GILBERT BURNET, D.D. Oitavs. 

An Abridgment of the Hiſtory of the Reformation of the Chmth of England, 
By GILB. BURNET, D.D, Ofavo, | 4 


A Colleftion of ſeveral Trafts ahd Diſcourſes, written in the years 1678, 
1679. &c. by; Gilbert Burnet, D. D. To which are added, (1) A Letter writ- 
ren to Dr. Burnet, giving an Account of Cardinal Pool's ſecret Powers.” (2) The 
Hiſtory of the Powder-Treaſon, with a Vindication of the Proceedings there- 
upons (3. ) we” 19 Confideextion of the Five Jeſuits dying Specches, 
were Executed for the Plot, 1679. In Quzrho. | 


The APOLOGY of the Church of England; and an Epiſtle to one Signior 
Scipio, a.Venetian Gentleman, concerning the Commcil of Trent. Written both in 
Latin, by the Right Reverend Father in God, JOHN FEWEL, Lord Biſhop & 
Salisbury : Made Engliſh by a\Perfon of Qualiry. ' To which is added, The Life 
of the ſaid Biſhop ; ColleQed and written by the ſame Hand. OfFave. 


A LETTER writ by thelaſt Aſſembly General of the Clergy of France to the 
Proteſtants, inviting them to rerurn to theiy Communion. Together with the Me- 
thods propoſed by them for their Conviction. Tranſlated into Engliſh, and Exa- 
mined, by GILB., BURNET, D.D. Oftavo. | 


| The Life of WILLIAM BEDEL, D.D. Biſhop of Kilmo:e in Irelaxd. Toge- 
.ther with Certaix Letters which paſſed berwixthim and James Wadadeſworth ( alate 
Penſioner of the Holy Inquifition of Sei!) in Marrer of Reffpion, concerning 
the General Motives to the Roman Obedience. Oftavo, | 
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Books lately printed for Richard Chiſwell. 


The Decree made at RO ME the Second of March, 1679. condemning ſome 
Opinions of the-7eſuits, and other Caſuiſts. Quarts. = 


A Diſcourſe concerning the Neceſliry of Reformation, with reſpe& to the Er- 
rors and Corruptions of the Church of Rome. Quarto. - Firſt and Second Parts. 


A Diſcourſe concerning the Celebration of Divine Service in an Unknown 
Tongue. Nxarfo. | 


A Papiſt not Miſrepreſented by Proteſtants, Being a-Reply to the Refle&ions 
upon the Anſwer to [A Papiſt Miſrepreſented and.Repreſented ]. Quarto. 


An Expoſition of the. Dodrine of . the 'Charch- of England , in the ſeveral 
Arcicles propoſed by the late BISHOP of CONDO MM, [in his Expoſition 
of the Doftrine of the Catholick Church. ] Quarto, 


A Defence of the Ex poſton of the Doftrine of the CHURCH of ENGLAND, 
inſt the EXCEPTIONS of ' Monſieur de MEAU XN, late Biſhop of 
Condom, and his V INDICATOR, Quart. 


. An Anſwer to THREE PAPERS lately inted, concerning the Au- 
thority of the Catholich Church in Matters of F aith, and the Reformation of 
the Cl wurch of England. Nl warto. : Fr | 


A Vindication of the Aniwer to SOME LATE:PAPERS concerning the 
' Unity and Authority of the Catholick Church, and Reformation of the Church of 
England. Quarto. '; *- --/-; ETC VÞ2'1 [7 FOR Hy 

An Hiſtorical Treatiſe, written by an AUTHOR of the Communion of the 
CHURCHof ROME, touching TRANSUBSTANTIATION. Whete- 
in is. made appear, That according to the Principles of THAT CHURCH, 
This .Dorine cannor be an Article of Faith, Quarto. | WS 57 


FE A'CATECHIESM explaining the Dodtrine and Pratices of the Chirch i 
_ ; with an Anſwer thereunto. |. By a Proteſtant of the Church of England. 
O0ravo, 


A Papiſt Repreſented and; not.  Miſrepreſented + Being an Anſwer to the Firſt, 
Second, Fifth and Sixth Sheets of the- Second Part of the { Popiſh Repre- 
ſenter]; and for a further Vindication' of the '\CATEC HTS M, truly re- 
prong the Do&trine -and PraQices of the Church of Rome; ] Quarto, In 2. 
Diſcourſes, 


'The Lay-Chriftiar's Obligations to read the Holy Scriptures, Nuarts, 


4 


The Plain Man's. Reply ro the Catholick Mifſronaries. 249. 


The Proteſtant's. Companion : : Or an Impartial Survey, and Compariſon of 
_the Proteſtant Religion as by Law eftabliſhed:,- with che nin Deftriaes of Ph 
-pery. _Whereiy is Giewn, thac ,Popery is contrary to Scriprure; Primitive Fa- 
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Books lately. pripted for Richard Chiſivell. 
thers and Councils; and that proved from -Holy Wrir, the Writings of the 


Ancient Fathers, for ſeveral hundred Years, and the - Confeſſion of the moft 
Learned Papiſts themſelves. Quarte. | 


Mr. Chillingworth's Book called [ The Religion of Proteſtants a ſafe way to- 


Salvation] made more generally uſeful, by  omi Perſonal Conteſts, -bur 
inſerting whatſoever concerns the Common Cauſe of Proteſt.znts, or defends 
the Church of England. With an Addition of an Uſeful Table, and alſo of ſome 
genuine Pieces of the ſame Author neyer before Printed, viz. about Traditions, 
+ againſt che Catholiciſm and Infallibiliry of. rhe Roman Church. And. an Ac- 
count of the Arguments which moved himto turn Papift, with his Confuta- 
rion of the ſaid Arguments, Quarto. 


A Diſcourſe of the Holy Euchariſt, in the two grear points of the Real Preſence 
and the Adoration of the Hoſt, In Anſwer to the Two Diſcourſes lately printed 
ar Oxford on this Subjet. To which is prefixed a large Hiſtorical Preface rela- 
ting to the ſame Argument, Quarts. 

The Pillar and Ground of Truth. A Treatiſe ſhewing that the Roman Church 
falfly claims to be That Church, and the Pillar of That Tixth, mentioned by S.Pasl 
in his Firſt Epiſtle ro Timothy, Chap. III. Verſ. 15. Quarto. mY 

A Brief Diſcourſe concerning the Notes of the Church, with ſome refle&ions 
on Cardinal BeWarmin's Fifreen Notes. -Quarto. 


An Examination of the Cardinal's Firſt Note, concerning [_ The Name of 
Catholick ]. | 

—— His Second Note, [' Antiquity }]. 

— — His Third Note, [ Duration]. 

—— His Fourth Note, { Amplitude or Multitude, and variety of Believers ]. 

— —His Fifth Note, [ The Succeſſion of Biſhops }. | | 
=——His Sixth Note, | Agreement in Doftrine with the Primitive .Church ] 


—_— Note, | Union of the Members among themſelves, and with the 
Head |. 


His Eighth Note, ['Sasity of Doftrine). 
(The reft will be publiſhed Weekly in their Order )- 


A Defence of the Confuter of Belarmin's Second Note of the Church 
[ Antiquity ] againſt rhe Cayills of the Adviſer. Quarto. 
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Two Diſcourſes : : Of Purgarory and Prayers for the Dead. Nuarts. 


A Short of the Princi Controverſies between "oy Church of Eng- 
land, Ty of Rome. a Vindication of feveral Proteſtant Do- 


in Auf ta lace * t Intituled ryan deftieuce of Sor. 


